. DOCKET SUPPORTING INFORMATION DATE:
000223 ' CITY OF SAN DIEGO oo

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING PROGRAM EVALUATION | April 19,2007 /5

SUBJECT: Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement- Award Design Build Contract

GENERAL CONTRACT INFORMATION

Recommended Contractor:  Bellingham Marine Industries Inc.
Amount of this Action: $ 1,928,569

Funding Source: State and Federal

SUBCONTRACTOR PARTICIPATION

R.E. Staite Engineering, Inc. (Other) $ 192,856.90 10.00%
Western Pump, Inc. {Other) $ 192,856.90 10.00%
Bateman Power Systems, Inc. (Other) $ 9642845 5.00%
BLUEWater Design Group, LLC (Other) $ 77,142.76  4.00%
Munroe and Orsa Architects, Inc. (Other) $ 57.857.07 3.00%
TerraCosta Consulting Group, Inc. (Other) $ 38,571.38 2.00%
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Access security Coniirols inteinational, inc. (Ot 19,285.69 1.0U%

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNiTY COMPLIANCE
Equal Opportunity Required

Bellingham Marine Indusiries Inc. submitted a Work Force Report dated February 23, 2007. The Administrative
Work Force Report reflects 28 employees and the Trades Work Force Report reflects 43 employees. Under
representations in the Work Force Reports exist in the following:

Blacks in Administrative Support and Operative Workers

Hispanics in Construction Laborers

Asians in Construction Laborers

Filipinos in Construction Laborers

Females in Management & Financial, Technical and Operative Workers

Staff has requested contractor to submit an EO Plan which describes equal employment policies and practices
including reasonable goals and timetables that are expected to remedy the identified under representations.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

The Work Force Analyses are attached.
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File: Admin WOFO 2000 Chy of San Diego/Equal Opportunity Contracting

Data WOFD Submitted: 222342007 Goals refloct statistical tabor {orce Ww
FOR

Input by: mh favailability for the follawing: 2000 CLFA
Isan Francisco County, CA Company: Bellingham Marine Industries
I. TOTAL WORK FORCE: .
Black CLFA Hispantc CLFA Asian CLFA Amarican Indian CLFA Flllpino
M F Gonis ] F Goala I™F Goals E M F Goals M F
Mgmt & Financial i::i;ﬁ,xéﬁ ik 0se agddnd : T2 1% VR LA (SR LS ;;E;? DRI B0, d (R 08 | L
Professional 30% 2.3% 0 0.2% 0 0 0
ABE, Science, Computer : a{,‘ﬁ; RS FRANTARN (e PN [EPTAA B L T ENLTS b SEN SIS Vet ?fﬁfﬁ“" PR P ML
Technical 0 3.9% 1.9% Q 0 . 0
Sales 3 .Mo,;:& R TNEES R ) CL29% T B0 LS PRIV B :.0:1 0 AT Sinnlivas |2
Administrative Support . 3 6% 0 [ ! 1]
Services .M,.DML. R TN ST ETVE N EMCTEY i ENILE] AR e i S D
Craits 0 0 56% a [ )
Operative Workers ClETorFer To o] 18.5% 0o 3 a0 I TN FRNE T
Transportation 0 4 8.1% Q Q 4] o
Laborers T ] Tan 34.0%. *or CRE KBTI RS M
TOTAL [ o [ ¢ 1] [ [ o 1] = 1 o 1] [+ 1"~ 5o ] o T o ] L T s 1 [ o T o T
JOTAL EMPLOYEES Female
N ALL

HOW TO READ TOTAL WORK FORCE SECTION: Mgmt & Financial ‘____7’3__‘ 3T HOW TO READ EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS SECTION:

Professional ] 0 '

A&E, Science, Computer DR A
The information biocks in Section 1 (Total Wark Force) Technical 4 The percentages Ksted in tha goals column are calculated
Kdentify the absolute number of the tir's employees. . Sales o A by mulliplying the CLFA goala by tha number of
Each omployea is listed in their respactiva ethnic/gender Administrative Support 4 employees in that Job calegery. The number in that
and amploymant calegory. The percentages fisted under Services ::_m{)fm, i celumn represants the percentags of each prolected
the heading of "CLFA Goals™ are the County Labor Force Crafts i group that should ba employed by the firm 1o mest lhe
Availability goals for #ach empleymant and ethnicigender Operative Workers mfwiﬂ},:“g CLFA goal. A negative numbar will be shown in the
cBtegory. : Transportation 0 digcrepancy celumn for sach underrepresented goal of at

Laborers ) RN lsast 1,00 pasition.
Il. EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS TOTAL [2s T = [ s ]

Black Hispanic Aslan Filipino Famale 1
Goals _Actusl |Discrepand Goall Actual |Discre; g Goals Actual | Discre, Goals | Actual |Discrepan| Actual | Biscre) 1115

Mgmt & Financial = > i in023] D AR A NAT R 0 55T i 2 0ol e NIA MDA TH L LB A
Profassional i 0.00 0 D.00 0.00 1] 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
A&E, Science, Computer B 1 il u,a_,_}_;ooux_ TO00. T a0 B 000 dkE 2. 0.00 L ar 0 s D00 |17 A0 0 a0 00, o 000 e YO T 000
Technicalt 0.96 ] NIA 0.16 0 NIA 0.08 1 NiA .| 0.08 0 NiA 2.7 u (z 11)
Sales Rk E A TETEE(TI BT TT DTN K E0r (T3S T S I ST N MR S R S, wm« TLO08 R O LN T_o ee.ﬂm' TR T Nm,;‘ix
Administrative Support 1.04 0 {1. 04) 0.14 0 N/A 0.08 0 NIA 0.01 0 .08 ] NIA 4
Services D ot D 000 _F | D00 gt e D00 g m:n m%n&mo 00, | el nn,&w%:;;oas‘.”?”o oo,;h Zﬁ—m 2 mm:_.‘_rif M ak a.iu w.f,.ﬂf ooo
Crafts 0.36 0 NIA 0.11 0 N/A 0 HNIA 0.01 NIA NI NiA
Operative Workers PRI R EAGR T ) PR SKIRG O ST &g“ sg,km,.,n PR HETT S P ns!ff.. TRLe TR ,etﬂ 58 Eukl‘“um&: WAL m;mn-m;f
Transportation . o 0.00 0‘00 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ] 000 G.00 0 0.00
Laborers Trou Traopit % no0r T Lol LEA 007 L] FRI500 Th. o w PR 00 | eo nu! 000 T E 0 Rt 0 003k | 73 0 00 SFH L D LA O.00

Goals are set by job categories for each protected group. An underrepresentation is Indicated by a negative numbaer, but if the
Version 03/28/2005 DISCREPANCY is less than -1.00 position, a N/A will be displayed to show there is no underrepresentation. CLFA 2000
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@ 0 0 2 2 7 Fits: Trade WOFO 2000 City of San Diego / Equal Opportunity Contracting

Do cazaor CONSTRUCTION TRADE ANALYS|S REPORT

Inputbﬁ [l CLFA Data reflact statsbesl lasor foros svadebifty for Construchon Trade £ mpicymant i 5an Francmos, CA
Company: Beflingham Marine Industries, Inc.
Project:  Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement- Award Design Bulld Contract

. TOTAL CRAFTS & TRADE WORK FORCE: San Francisco, CA County Labor Force Availability Goals
CLF& Aian CLFA _ americenindlan | CLFA Fiping it Other
™ Goals Gony ] 3
‘ F SN A |250.0%,, (100, (0202
C-rpom.nrl «-Ow 21.1% 0
"Carpet, Floor & Tile' Inatailiars & Finiskers .. LI -wa ﬁ.%-i‘w
Cement Masons, Concrets 0
072

Canltmcumubon ra;

&

Drywall Instadlers, Calllng i ‘WQ‘__
Elacticians £z o . By 4l
Elevator iratsllsts and Repairers 0.
_Flrsi-Line Super M anagy i .0
Glaziors 0.
!Helpars, Conatruction Trades 1]
Mitlwrights 0.0% 0 ] e _C | 0_
iMisc. Consl, Equl Operstors 3+ | 0.0%; 0| 63, : s X ol

Palnters, Construction & Maintenance

Pipelaysrs, Plumbers, Plpe‘& Steam Fittars ;. .,
= and Stucco N

Rooflrl PP NN 5 FEL 1% gl

Securlty Guards 3 Survslllance Officera

Shawl Motal Workers - b bh ey St e 0.4 PR s
Structural Mstal F'hr‘c'le"_.&,mv‘,ﬁ . 1) . ......-Om
Walding, Scidering & Brazing Workers &< FL I il T o
Waorkars, Extractive Crafts, Miners 0 [1]
TOTAL 0 o 1

How to Read Construction Crafis
& Trade Work Force Analysis:

How to Read Total Work Force Section:

Brick, Block or Stons Masons - - _- iar

The information blocks in Section 1 s Carpentars
{Total Work Force) identify the - Carpel, Floor & Tile Instatiiers & Finishera . The porcentages listed in the goals
absolute number of the fim's emplayees. _Cemant Masons, Concrste Finishars column are calculated by multiplying the
Eech amployee is listed in their respective ‘Constriction Laborars -2 s | CLFA data by the number of employoas
athnic/gender and employment categary. Orywall | Il u, Ceiling Tlle Install in that job category. The numbser in that
The percentages listed undar the heading Eloctricians 2.5 s LY column represents the percentage of
CLFA Deta are the County Labor Force Elavator ara, and Repalrers . —— each protected group that should be
Avallability {CLFA) data for sach [First-Line Siparvinors! e e employed by the firm lo meet the CLFA
employment and ethnicigendar category. Glazlnrs data. A negative number will be shawn in
. Hulpnrt Comruetion Trades ;. 5. ¢ ‘;;:_:ﬁ'g' the discrepancy column for each
Phjm‘igh? N — , . undenepresented goal of at least
Mise. Const. Equl| 1t O tore o 2 G 1.00 position.

Painters, Construction & Maintenance

Pipeiaysrs, Plumbers, Fips & Steam Fitters, i
Plastarars and Stucco Masons

Rooters ot & & Sn  wrt oy € e
_Security Guards & Survoillanco Oﬁlun
;ShoelMalalWorkars__.:z_ —
Structural Ms_t.g[_gn_h_ricmor- & Fltters.

Whalding, Scldering & Brazing Workersi o 5.2 :
Workers, Extractive Crafts, Miners

TotAaL [_43 [ 43 | o ]
. CONSTRUCTION CRAFTS & TRADE WORK FORCE ANALYSIS:

Black Hispanic Asian Aserican Indian Filiping I Femal |
Goats | sctisl |Discrapant] Gomts | Actum |omsrepanc] Gosls | actar [0 Gown - pan

{Brick, Biock ar Stone M [ e | 00002 %0.00 [ i000E00F looor 1000, . 0 . 0005 50007

Carpanters 000__ O DOD 0 000 G

"Garpet, Fioor b Tiie Instaliers & Finishers - too . .| 0.00.= 30 = 50.00,, | 000, = 0r s 000, v OO0 D00

Cament Masons, Concrate Finishers 0.00 1) 0.00 0.00 O 0.00 0.00 a 0.00 0.00 0 0.00

‘Constriction Lab T e b 1 26733, NIA | 1836 16 F(2.06) | 1243 10 E(ZAS} | S0.04 o Tomr o NAS. | 12,43 Dir s (12.43)| 120,

_Drywall instaliers, Celling Tile Inatallers a0 14 0.00 0.00 0 000 | DOO Q 0.00 0.00 4] 0.00 .00 0 0,00

Elcctriclana I L A - e SO 3 YT 0 =2 000 | 0000 T F 0004 000 T 000 o000F o 5 000G o 0.t 000 b, 000 0L, L0006
Elovator lmullon and Repairars 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 ] 0.00 0.00 [+ 0.00 0.00 4] 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 .00
"Firet-Line SUPervisoraiManagers ¢t s o o agee g 1 0,00, 58 0555::20.008 | 00005 073 70,005 ].70.00 250 by 00057000507 - 0.00 |, 000 0,262000, | 000505 o 000,
Glaziers 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 9 0.00 0.00 [+ 0.00 0.00 a0 000 [ COO- O 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
"Helpers, Canstruction Trages. . o i e 15000, Do 0.00 e |00 g8 e 0.00 . N 0.00 o*' ‘ooo' 0005, D 0.00 4 f 00D T 0o 00055 f2 0,000 0. 0.00_
Mlliwrights 0.00 0 Q.00 0.00 a 0.00 0.00 0.00 a 0.00 6.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
TMinG. Connl, EQuipmunt Oparslors thm . o bttt | 000 i Dors 0,00 .. |- G007, 0 L "20.00 . 0,00 n.ﬁ’.’&iﬁ” O D0 a0 e 0,00, | DI00 s D st 0,00 2 20,00 5 0 e €00

000 O 000 | 000 9 000 f 000 0O 000 | 000 o 000 |.0.00 0 ooo [ 0oo o 0.00

7 5000 o O 008 o | 20,00+, beriD: B 0,60, | o 000 Loty Gt et 0.00 17 2 0.00 & 0ot 0,00 .00 Fr .00 o D o 000 e | 0,00 o O 35 0.00

000 0 000 | 000 B ooo [ Doo o 0.00

20005, 02 50000 | 20000 i 0. 000w | S 0.00 0 S T.00
00

Painters, Construction & Malntenance

Pipelayar-{ Plumbere, Plps’ & Stoam Fittars
B_I;a‘llninrl and Stucgo IrLauonu 000 0 0.00 0.00 a 0.60 000 1} 000
Rootors s i e 5000 0T 0 .00™2 | Toi00 035 a0, | Zo.00 2208 Sn.00 &

Socurity Gulrdl& Survoil Qg_eq‘p@n_”ﬂm Lo Q ?_D,DD Q 000 | cco O Q. 0.0 . g e.co 1..0.0¢, o, _..000
“Sheot Matal Workers s oo 41 b, ¢ i w2 og8| 0,00 01, 0.00° | 5000z 00005, 0.00% 2 0 5000|800, %0, - 0000 5| _0.00_ " 0 £ 000T 0 000_;
Structurat !pul&bﬂpﬂglﬁlﬂgnm Jpoo 0 600 4 000 0 000 | o0 0 0‘.00-.‘.. WO .0 ). Q 0.00 o0 © 0
Walding, Soldering & Brazing WOrkers o i s . oo | 000 0 6,007 o 0" aon | 0007 5 0 2 0loo T | Toloo S 00 |Tn00 L Y0 Ee 000 )L G00 . GL uuo:
Workers, Extractive Crafts, Minars 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 .00 0.00 0 0.00 . . 4 1] 000 [¢] 0.00

Goals are 5@t by job categories for each protected group. An under representation is indicated by a negative number,
Version 03282008 but if the DISCREPANCY is less than - 1.00 position, a NfA will be displayed to show there is no under representation. 2000 CLFA DATA


file:///oiKTwpmnt

Fila: Admin WOFD 2000

Cily of San Diega/Equal Opportuniy Contracting

622000

Datg WOFQ Submitted: pipaleicirg [Caals refloct statistical labor force W
Input by: mh Javailabifity for the following: 2000 CLFA FOR
San Franclsce County, CA Company: Belfinghram Marine Industries
1. TOTAL WORK FORCE; .
CLFA Black CLFA Hispanic CLFA Asian CLFA American tndlan CLFA Fisipino White Other
Gosals M F Gagpls M F Goals M F Goals )] F Gonls M F M 14 M F
Mgmt & Financlal 12.7% [} 0 13% 1 0 2.1% Q 0 0.4% 1 0 2.1% 0 0 5 o’ © 0 0
Professtonal 15.7% o o 30% 0 0 2.3% 0 0 02% 0 0 2.3% ¢} 0 ] 4] 0 0
A&E, Science, Computar. 14.7% [+ 0 5% 0 0 7.8% [ 0. 0.1% 0 © 78% o 0 [ o 0 a
Technlcal 23.8% [ [ 1.6% 0 0 1.9% \ 0 02% 0 [ _1.5% ¢} 0 3 [} 0 0
Sales 15.2% .0 [ 33% 0 0 2.0% 0 0 0.2% 0 ‘0. 29% [ 0 2 [ 0 [
Administrative Support 28.1% 0 ] 36% o 0 1.9% 0 4 0.2% o bl 1.9% [ 3} [} 4 [} [}
Services 19.5% o Q 11.3% 0 0 4.4% 0 [+] Ga% 1] o 4.4% o h] o [+ 0 [+
Crafts 18.0% a 9 56% ] 0 3.0% 0 o] ¢.a% 0 0 3.0% ] L) 2 0 0 ¢
Operative Workers 26.3% 0 [ 18.5% 2 0 -6.6% - 1 [ 05% 0. 0 -6.6%, o 0. 5 1 [ ¢
Transpertatlon 342% 0 a a1% [ 0 1.6% 0 ¢ 0.4% 0 0 1.6% o o ¢ e ° 0
Laborers 17.0% 0 0 34.0% 0 0 1.9% 0 4 01% . | ° 0. 0 ... .19% 0 0 0 . 0 0. 0
TOTAL [ 0 ] ] [ 3 | [ | [ 2| 0] [ 1 | o] 0 | [ | [ T 5 [ [ 0]
TOTAL EMPLOYEES Female
ALL M F Gonls

HOW TQ READ TOTAL WORK FORCE SECTION: Mgmt & Financlal 7 7 [+] 383% HOW TO READ EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS SECTION:

Professtonal i @ [ 63.0%

ALE, Science, Computer 0 0 [ 241%
The informaticn blocks in Section 1 (Tew Work Force) Technical 4 4 ] 54.2% The percentages listed in the goals column are catculated
identify the absalute number of the Brm's employees. Sales 2 2 (£ 432% by multiphying the CLFA goals by the number of
Each employee is kisted In their respective ethnicigender Administrative Support 4 a 4 74.8% employees in that job category. The number in that
and employment catagory. The perceniages listed wnder Services 0 0 D . 637% column represents the percentage of aach protected
the heading of "CLFA Goals™ are the County Labor Farce Crafts 2 4 4] 11.0% group that should be employed by the firm to meet the
Availability goals for aach employment and ethnic/gender Operative Workers g 8 1 31.5% CLFA goal. A negative number will be shown in the
calegory. Transpertation o o a 16.6% discrepancy column for each undenepresentad goal of al

Laborers 0 [t} .0 ©11.8% least 1.00 position.
Il EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS TOTAL I 22 [ 2z [ s ]

Black Hispanic Aslan American Indizn Fllipinog I Famale
| Goals | Actusl [Discrepand Goals Actual [Discrepand  Goals [ _Actual [Dlacrepend  Goals | Actual [Dlacropand  Goals | Actual |Discrepan] Gozls Actual | Discrepan
Mgmt & Financlal 0B - 0 - T ONA 023, 1 MfA- 045 - 0 - NA T o003 . 1 NA 0.15 o “NIA 268 0 (2.68)
Professlonal 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 [} 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 000 0.00 [ 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
ALE, Sclence, Camputer C.00 o 000 000 - [} 000" 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 o’ 0.00 0.00 [} 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
Technical .86 o NiA 018 [ N/A 0.08 1 NIA 0.01 o NIA 0.08 [\ NIA 247 0 {217
Sales 0.30 ] NIA " oor [ NFA 0.06 . 0 NfA 0.00 .0 NfA 0.08 i NEA 086 [} NAA
Administrative Support 1.04 [} {1.04} 0.4 0 NIA 0.08 0 NiA 0. o NiA 0.08 0 NA .00 4 1.00
Services 0.00 9 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.0 0 0.00 0.00 0 . oo 0.00 0 0.00 amw © 0 0.00
Crafts - 038 ] Ni& 0.t1 0 NiA 0.06 ] NiA 0.0 0 N/A 0.06 ] Nra 0.22 0 Ni&
Operative Workers 237 ] {2.37) 1.87 2 N/A "o58 1 N/A 0,05 b] ©NiA 059 0. M/A 2.84 1 {1.84)
Transportation 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 ] 000 0.00 o 6.00 0,00 [} 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 000 o 0.00
Lahorers 0.00 [} .. ..0.00 0.00 0. 000 £.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 . 0.00: .0 0,00 000 0 0,00
Goals are set by Job categories for each protected group. An underrepresentation is indicated by a negative number, but if the -

Verslon 032672005 DISCREPANCY is less than -1,00 position, a N/A will be displayed to show there is no underrepresentation. CLFA 2000
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File: Trade WOFQ 2000

Date:
Input by:

QUZIRT

i

. TOTAL CRAFTS & TRADE WORK FORCE:

Brick, Block or Stone Masons © *
Carpentars

Carpat, Floor & The Installlars & Flnishers -
Cemant Masons, Concrete Finishers.
Construction Laborers

Drywall | llars, Colling Tile ]
Electriclans

Elevator installers and Repalrers
First-Line Supervisors/Managers
Glazisrs

Helpers, Constructlon Trades
Millwrights

Misc. Const. Equipment Operators
Painters, Canstruction & Malntenance
Pipelaysrs, Plumbers, Pipe & Steam Fitters
Plasterers and Stuceo Masons

Roctars .

Security Guards & Survalilance Oﬂ'lr.-rt
Sheat Metal Workars

Structural Metal Fabricators & Fliters’
Welding,Soldering & Brazing Workars'
Workers, Extractive Crafts, Miners

TOTAL

How to Read Total Work Force Seclion;

The information blocks in Section 1

{Tolal Work Force) ientify the

absolute number of the frm's employees.
Each employee Is listad in their respective
ethni¢/gender and employment category.
The percentages listed under the heading
CLFA Data are the County Labor Force

Availability (CLFA) data for each
employment and ethnic/gender category.

City of San Diego / Equal Opportunity Contracting

CONSTRUCTION TRADE ANALYSIS REPORT

CLFA Data mifiect slstotcal Lbor force wmlabibty [on Cenkvnucien Trade Employmentin Son Franceco, CA
Company. Beilingham Marina Industries, Inc.
Project: Lifeguard Headguarters Boat Dock Replacement- Award Deslgn Build Contract

San Francisco, CA County Labor Force Availability Goals

Il. CONSTRUCTION CRAFTS & TRADE WORK FORCE ANALYSIS:

Brick, Block or Stone Masons

Carpenters

Carpat, Floor & Tlle Installlars & Finishers
Cemant Masons, Concrats Finishers
Construction Laborars

Drywalt instaliera, Colllng Tllu Innallaru
Elactricians

Elavatar Installers and Repalrars

First-Line Supervisors/Managers

Glariers

Heipers, Construction Tradu

Millwrights

Mise. Const. Equipment Operators

Paintars, Construction & Maintenance
Pipelayers, Plumbers, Pipe & Stearm Fitters -
Pl.nt.ur: and. Stucco Masons
Roofers ' t e *
y Guards & Sur Officers
Sheet Mltalwomrl [ -
Structural Metal Fabrizators & Flmrt
Walding, Soldering & Brazing Workers -
Workers, Extractive Crafts, Minars

Verzion 0372872005

CLFA Black CLFA Hispank CLFA Asian CLFA _ Amwricanindian | CLFA Filipine Wnita Othar
Gooha ) F Goaly [ F Goaln M E Gouly M F Coals. M [3 [ £ M F
. 0.0% 0. ¢ | 00% 0 : D 50.0% 0. 0 -]|:00% | C:: ~Du.| 50.0%.] 0. [ 0~ o RN ]
5.4% a Q 22.8% 0 o 21.1% ] 1] 0.5% Q o 21 1% 0 0 1] [} Q0 Q
L 00% 0 -0 438%¢| .0 |0 e | Be% ] 0-f o) 0o%l, 0 LS ous|MEER |6 ¥, 0.0 N 0 0 0
28.6% 0 0 0.0% 0 ¢ 0.0% 0 0 0.0% 0 [H 0.0% o 0 [ o 0 Q
6.2% 3 0 | 427%f 16 [ 0 289%| o| o 0.1% | 1 i’ 289% | 0.7 0 | ! 23 0 0 0
12.0% o 1] 52.0% [ 0 . 0.0% ] 0 Q0% 0 0 0.0% Q 0 Q Q 1} Q
7.2% 0 0 137%' ¢ [ o-|233% ) -0 o] oo% e ], 0] 233% 07| . 0 ‘o 0 . ¢ 0
29.4% 0 0 11.8% o 0 0.0% Q 0 . 00% 4 Q 0.0% 1] 0 1] 0 [ 0
3.5% o[-0 145% .6 | "0 i 252%: 0 | O 00% | O 0 25.2% 0 0 ] 0t [+ 0
21.8% o 0 20.0% 0 0 5.7% a 0 0.0% 4] 0 5.7% 1] 9 0 0 0 0
15.4% [ 0 46.2% o 0 2.0% a 0 0O0% | O ] 00% | .0 4] 0 [0 .. 0 [+]
0.0% ¢ o 100.0% 0 0 0% 1] 0 0.0% ~ 0 0 0.0% 1] o o 0 0 0
0.0% a o 1 635% 0 9 0.0% -0 - 0 00% | O B ek o o [ 0 0 1]
BO% 1] L3 342% 0 0 21.1% 0 L) D.0% 1} L} 211% ° 1] 4] Q 0 [
B7% 0 ol 267%7| 0 0 ") 202% ) o0 o | o.o% 0 o 282% | -0 0 o |-@a - ] 1]
0.0% 1] o 11.4% 0 ] 0.0% 1} ] 0.0% o o 0.0% o 0 [4 ] 0 0
00% o "o drors] o} o Jarexm| o 0 ifeo% | o [ o |renil o 0 ool o 0 0
292% 1 ¢ 1 108% 0 ] 24.0% 0 0 0.2% o Q 24.0% |5 .0 [ 0 ] 0
44% | 0. o | 200% 0 -0 133%.{ 0 ] < D0% Q o 13.3% 0 -0 0 0. 0 0
0.0% 0 0 Q0% 0 Q  00% 1] Q 0.0% 1] 0 0.0% 3 0 a 0 0 0
T1% 0 0- ] 235% |' 0 0" | #12% | 0 0 | o.o% 0 0 41.2% [H o 0 o 0. 0
6.5% 0 0 25.8% 0 a 0.2% 0 Q 0.3% 0 0 0.2% 0 0 0 0 a 0
| T | [ 1 o] [[8 T o] (7T o] o [ o] [2a T ¢ | [T T @
[ TOTALEMPLOYEES | Femae
ALL ) F Goain How to Read Construction Crafts
Brick, Block or Stons Masons ~ (¢ Q .0 0.0%: & Trada Work Force Analysis:
Carpentars Q 1] [ 3.9%
Carpet, Floor & Tlle Installless & Finlshers . 1] -0 o 7] 00% The percentages listed in the goals
Cement Masons, Concrete Flnishers 0 0 U 0.0% column are catculated by multiptying the
Construction Laborers. . 43 43 - 0 ) 1.9% . LCLFA data by the number of empioyees
Orywall Installars, Celling Tiln Instaliers 0 0 0 0.0% in that job category. The number in that
Elactricians [} 9 0 1azn column represents the parcentage of
Elavator Installers and Repairers 2 bl 0 0.0% each protected group that sheuld be
First-Line Sup-msorsfMarlansrr . , 0 Q -0 :5.0% employed by the firm to meet the CLFA
Glaziers i L b} a .0 0.0% data. A negative number will be shown in
Halpars, Construction Tradas - -0 ~0 T o 0.0%. ihe discrepancy column for each
Milhwrights Q [} 4] 0.0% undemepresentad gosl of &t least
Misc. Const. Equinpment Operators o 0 i ~o. 1B8.2% 1.00 position.
Paintars, Construction & Maintenance g ¢l q, 7.8% .
Pipelayers, Pluribers; Pipe & ‘Steam Flttors-. ER] L ] 0.5%.
Plagterars and Stu::o Masuns o 0 a 0.0%
Roafers et the | o | o -|eo%
Securlty Guards & Survelllance Ofﬂurl ] 0 a 28%
Sheet Metal Workers *. 0 7. o B I 0" i4.4% -
Structural Metal Fabricators & Fll’l!l‘l L] Q a oCo%
Walding, Soldering & Brazlng Workers ' oo | .o 0 x| i6.5% .
Workars, Extractive Crafts, Miners 1] a Q 4.4%
TOTAL 43 43
Black Hispanic | Anian Amatican kndlan Fillpina Famale
Gosls | Actun |Discrepanc| Ooals | Actusl_|Otscrepenc] Gosis | Actusl |Diseraponc] Gosis Diterspune] Gosls | sstisl |Dinerapanc] Gosin | Asmﬂb-ump-ns
c.00 0 000 |- 000 a L0007 0.00 0 0.00 000 o 0.00 0.00- O 0.00 0.00 0- 0.00
0.00 0 0.00 0.00 a 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 o 0.00 0.00 ¢ 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
00¢ 0 000 |60 o 000:-| :0.00 . © coc | ooo 0 000 000 0O 000 |.C00 0 000
.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 ¢ 0.00 0.00 ) 0.00
2,67 3 Na | 1838 16 (2.38)°|.1243 . 0 1243 | 004 A1 NiA 1243 0 {12.43} | 082 [} ‘NIA
0.00 0 0.00 0.00 Q 0,00 0.00 i} 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 .00 [H 0.00 0.00 [¥] 0.00
000 0 000 | cee o0 o000 Jooo o oce | oo o ao0-|Feo0 ¢ 000 |00 o 0.00
0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 o 0.00 0.00 [H 0.00 0.00 4] 0.00
0.00 0 000" |+ 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 Q 0.00 0.00 [ 000 | 000 .0 0.00 .| 000 [T K1 B
0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 i} 0.00 000 o 0.00 .00 1] 000 | 000 ¢ 0.00
000 - 0 0.00 0.00 1} 000 { 000 0 000 0.00 o~ 000..| 000 o 0.00 0.00 ] “e.00 -
0.00 0 0.00 0.0¢ 1} 0.00 Q.00 1} 0.00 0.00 o 000 .00 ¢ Q.00 0.00 [+] 0.00
0.00 0 000 00 0 0.00°7],.000 "0 000 | 000" 0., 0005 GO0 O 000 | 000 O 0.00
0.00 0 000 0.00 1} 0.00 0.00 0 0.c0 0.00 o 0o 0.00 [+ 0.00 0.00 ] 0.00
000 0. 000.|00C O . 000 ] 000 .cO- ..000 | 000 . 0- 0007 coo o 000 || 0o0. ‘0 0.00
Q.00 0 0.00 0.00 1} 000 | 000 1] 0.00 0.00 o 000 . C.00 0 003 | 000 G 0.00
000 0* 000 [000. .0 -7c00o | 000 o . o000 | oo0 .0~ 000 :0007 0 000 | 000 o 0.00 :
0.00 [)] 0.00 0.00 o 2,00 0.00 0 0,00 000 4 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
0.60 2 . 000 000 © wgoo-'l"o00 o 000 .} 000:- © ..000" )] 00 0 ‘000 |*000 - 000
0.00 ] 000 0.00 o .00 0.00 Q 0.00 000 ¢ 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00
17000 - . 08 7000, [ 0,00 050007 <0000 D 0.00 000 C: *0.60 0 000 | 0.00 0 0.00
0.00 0 0.00 0.00 D 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 [t] 0.00

Gaoals are set by job catsgories for each protecied group. An under representation is indicated by a negative numbaer,
but if the DISCREPANCY is less than - 1.00 position, a N/A will be displayed lo show there is no under represantalion,

2000 CLFA DATA
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

1. CERTIFICATE NUI

CITY OF SAN DIEGO ,A:F OCR::S?’TCLE r70 (0

TO:
CITY ATTORNEY

2. FROM (ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT):

ENGINEERING AND CAPITAL PROJECTS 4/18/2007

4, SUBJECT:

LIFEGUARD HEADQUARTERS BOAT DOCK REPLACEMENT — AWARD DESIGN BUILD CONTRACT

5. PRIMARY CONTACT (NAME, PHONE & MAIL STA)

AFSHIN OSKOUI 333-3102  MS614 JIHAD SLEIMAN  533-3108 MS 614

€. SECONDARY CONTACT (NAME, PHONE & MAIL STA.) 7. CHECK BOX IF REPORT 70
COUNCIL IS ATTACHED [l

8.COMPLETE FOR ACCOUNTING PURPOSES

9. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION J ESTIMATED COST:

FUND 630221 10502 630221
— v~ s PHASE I - $2.0 MILLION
pPT— 106 106 PHASE II - $715.000
— o poen oy OTAL- $2.715 MILLION
JOB ORDER 335080 335080
C.1.P. NUMBER 33-508.0 33-508.0
AMOUNT $1,000,000.00 $1,000,000.00 §715,000.00
10. ROUTING AND APPROVALS
route [ appROVING | DATE | ROUTE |  APPROVING DATE
¥ AUTHORITY /'_\ “PPROVAL SIGNATURE §IGNED (#) AUTHORITY AFFROVAL/[ENATURE SIGNED
e e W80 | 0 oo HEEEEA NG STYT
; 7 J i/ -
2 | FRemEscUE’ ] >l G~ A’Trfﬁfd‘? 3 gicoo A /foh/m/ S e 2

AA Altn il 4
3 | Eoce .. /MM(Z/M—V W%f/ﬁ 7] 1 |cmyatTosney Qh RM'h V@%Mﬂ/\ ‘5‘93 o

N M@}/

il e zmm X O il

s LIAISON OFFICE 0 / g

T rd
-{ ,‘.}H I &1 DOCKET CDORDM COUNCIL LIAISCN: %

6 FMWCIP

E\J

‘/>' /) g / )’é / 0?\/ Pg‘éggﬁé‘:‘} SPOB E] CONSENT [J aporTion

11. PREPARATION OF:

T1A. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

7 AUDITORS{- " &%M ‘CQJ 5)3 0'1 l;\/'S [JReFErRTO:____ COUNCIL DATE:M
7

® RESOLUTION(S} to DINANCE(S) [J AGREEMENT(S) ] DEED(S)

[

Authorlzmg the Mayor or Designee to establish funding phases with Belhngham Marme Industries, and to execute
a phase funded contract in the amount of $1,948,569 with Bellingham Marine Industries providing the Auditor &
Comptroller first furnishes one or more certificates certifying that the funds necessary for expenditure under each
establish contract funding phase are, or will be, on deposit with the City Treasurer; and

(See Back)

ADOPT THE RESOLUTIONS(S)

12. SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

COUNCH DISTRICT(S):
COMMUNITY AREA(S):

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:.

HOUSING IMPACT:
OTHER ISSUES:
ATTACHMENT:

CITY CLERK INSTRUCTIONS:

Faulconer (2)
Mission Beach (27)

Send all copies of resolutions to Emily Perrone at MS 614,

The City of San Diego as Responsible Agency reviewed and congidered the Cahfomm Coastal Commission’s staff repart’
. in.support of Coastal Development Permit application number 6-06-88, pursuant to CEQA Gujdetines section 15253, The
City adopts the Findings, Recommendations and Conditions contained in the California Coastal Commission report to
mitigate any potential environmental effects from the Project. The Project was found by FEMA to gualify for a2 NEPA
Categorical Exclusior under CFR Part 10.8(d)(2){xv).

None with this action
None

Location Map

GAAECY14725\325080_Lifeguard Boat Dock HQ-Awarg DB_jsjw.doc
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11. PREPARATION OF: (Contmued from Page 1)

2.

RECEIVEL
Authorizing the Auditor and Comptroller to accept and deposit funds into fund 100 for the 2005 Winter Storm
Disaster Assistance from the Fed8ral' Emergendy NManagement Agency (FEMA) and the Governor’s Office of
Emergency Services (OES) for the purpose of filing. claims for reimbursement of expenditures from the
Capital Improvement Project 33-508. 0,,L1fe§}ﬁarfif\ﬁeadquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project in the amount

not to exceed $713,000; and

Authorizing the expenditure in an amount not to exceed $1,301,251 from 33-508.0, Lifeguard Headquarters -
Boat Dock Replacement Project, for the purpose of funding Phase I of the contract; and

Authorizing the execution of Phase I of the design build contract in an amount not to exceed $1,301,251 for
the design & construction of Lifegnard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project with Bellingham Marine
Industries; and

Authorizing the Auditor and Comptroller to transfer an amount not to exceed $715,000 from 100/General
Fund to 630221 Fund, Contribution to CIP from 100/General Fund contingent upon receipt of funds from
FEMA; and

Authorizing an increase of $715,000 in Fiscal Year 08 CIP Program Budget in CIP 33-308.0, Lifeguard
Headquarter Boat Dock, Fund 630221, Contribution from 100/General Fund; and

Authorizing the Auditor and Comptroller to appropriate and expend $715,000 from CIP 33-508.0, Lifeguard
Headquarters Boat Dock, 630221 Fund Contribution from 100/General Fund for the purpose of Funding
Phase I of this contract and related expenses; and

Authorizing the Mayor, or designee, to execute Phase 11 of the design build contract in the amount of
$647,318, contingent upon auditors first certifying fund availability; and

Autho'rizing Auditor to return surplus funds to appropriate reserves.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SHEET

CITY OF SAN DIEGO

DATE ISSUED: _ April 16, 2007 REPORT NO:
ATTENTION: - Counci! President and City Council
SUBJECT: Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock replacement

' Project
ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT: Engineering & Capital Projects Dept, AEC Div
COUNCIL DISTRICT: (2) Faulconer
STAFF CONTACT: A. Oskoui/J. Sleiman, (619) 533-3102/ 533-3108

REQUESTED ACTION:

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to establish funding phases with Bellingham
Marines Industries, and to execute a phase funded contract with them for the design, and
construction of the Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement project providing the
Auditor & Comptroller first furnishes one or more certificates certifying that the funds
necessary for expenditure under each establish contract are, or will be, on deposit with
the City Treasurer; and

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to accept and execute the 2005 Winter Storm
Assistance Agreement With the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and
the Governor’s Office of Emergency Services (OES) for the purpose of filing claims for
reimbursement of expenditures from the Capital Improvement Project 335080, Lifeguard
headquarters boat Dock replacement Project in the amount of $715,000; and

Authorizing the expenditure not to exceed $2,000,000 from CIP 33-508.0, Lifeguard
Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement for the purpose of funding phase one of the
contract, and related expenses; and

Executing phases I & II of the design build contract for the design and construction of the
Lifeguard headquarters Boat Dock replacement Project contingent upon Auditors first
certifying fund availability; and

Authorizing an increase of $715,000 in Fiscal Year 08, CIP Program Budget in CIP 33-
508.0, Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement, Fund 630221, Contribution from
100/General Fund.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Approve the requested actions.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The lifeguard service boat dock is located at 2581 Quivira Ct, San Diego CA 92109, at
the end of Quivira Ct., on Hospitality Point in Mission Bay. The existing boat dock was

GAEC\Projects\Boat Dock\335080_Lifeguard HQ BtDk_js-jw_final.doc
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constructed in 1960, and was severely damaged during the winter storms of 2005 . Due to
its deteriorated and unsafe conditions the dock has been condemned and is no longer in
use. The existing dock was totally inadequate in meeting the operational needs of the
lifeguard fleet which has grown to 16 boats. Therefore this project will replace the
damaged dock with a new facility which will provide equipment and space for all of the
operational needs of the lifeguard services, such as a jib crane, diesel & gas fuel station,
outdoor shower, boat lifts, compressor, utility & storage boxes, lockers, eyewash, ladder,
work bench, maintenance slip with overhead protection, lights, phone, electric power,
gangway, new concrete piles, guardrails, and other items.

This is a phase funded project, phase I will provide for the design of the proposed dock,
obtaining all of the required permits, the demolition of the existing dock and fabrication
of the concrete dock. Phase I will provide for the installation, and construction of the
proposed boat dock.

On May 12, 2005 the City of San Diego submitted an application to the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) requesting financial assistance in the amount
of $715,000 for the design and reconstruction of the damaged lifeguard boat dock. On
December 30, 2005 the Governor’s Office of Emergency Services (OES) approved the
‘financial assistance as an improved project for repairs to the boat dock, and allow the

City to commence the repairs funded by this application as a reimbursable account.

On January 9, 2007 the Engineering & Capital project department interviewed three
design build firms and Bellingham Marine Industries Inc. was selected to perform this
~ task. Staff recommends the City to enter into an agreement with this firm for this

purpose.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The total estimated cost of this project is $2,715,000. $2,000,000 is currently available in
CIP No. 33-508.0, Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project, 1,000,000
from Fund No. 630221, contributions from 100 Fund/General Fund, and $1,000,000 from
Fund No. 10502, Mission Bay Reserve Fund. $715,000 will become available as a
reimbursement from FEMA. ' A :

PREVIOUS COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

None

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORT.:

The subject project was presented as an action item before the Mission Bay Park
Committee, on Tuesday September 5, 2006, and received a unanimous approval. Also, it
was introduced to the Park and Recreation Design Review Board as an informational
item.

GMAECProjecis\Boat Dock\335080_Lifeguard HQ BtDk_js-jw__ﬁnal.doc
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KEYSTAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS:

The key stakeholders are the City of San Diego Lifeguard Services, Fire Department, and
San Diego Police. After the completion of the dock, our lifeguard, fire, and police staff
will have more effective access to the new and improved facility. During the construction
phase, all businesses within one thousand foot radius of the dock will be notified.
Bellingham Marine Industries Inc. is the design build team selected to lead all required
services on this project.

Afshb"lvOskoui g Richard Haas
Deputy Director " Deputy Chief
Engineering & Capital Projects Public Works

GAAECProjects\Boat Dock\335080_Lifeguard HQ BtDk_js-jw_finat.doc



000239

The City of San Diego

CERTIFICATE OF CITY AUDITOR AND COMPTROLLER

CERTIFICATE OF UNALLCTTED BALANCE

ORIGINATING

AC

2700706

GEPT.NO.

545

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the money required far the allotment of funds for the purpose set forth in the foregoing resclution is
available in the Treasury, or is anticipated to come into the Treasury, and is otherwise unallotted.

Amount: Fund:
Purpose:
Date: By:
ACCOUNTING DATA
ACCTG. OPERATION
LINE CY PY FUND DEPT QORG. ACCOUNT JOB GRCER ACCOUNT BENF/ EQUIP | FACILITY AMOUNT
TOTAL AMOUNT
FUND OVERRIDE [ |

CERTIFICATION OF UNENCUMBERED BALANCE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the indebtedness and obligation to be incurred by the contract or agreement authorized by the hereto
attached resolution, can be incurred without the violation of any of the provisions of the Charter of the City of San Diego; and | do hereby
further certify, in conformity with the requirements of the Charter of the City of San Diego, that sufficient moneys have been appropriated
for the purpose of said contract, that sufficient moneys to meet the obligations of said contract are actually in the Treasury, or are
anticipated to come into the Treasury, to the credit of the appropriation from which the same are to be drawn, and that the said money
now actually in the Treasury, together with the moneys anticipated to come into the Treasury, to the credit of said appropriation, are

otherwise unencumbered.

Not to Exceed:

$1,301,251.00

Vendor; Billingham Marine industries
Purpose: Authorize to establish, execute and award phase funded contract with Bellingham Marine Industries for Capital
Improvement Project 33-508.0 Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement. Phase | not io exceed $1,301,251
Kt
Date: May 3, 2007 By: Faye Ponder-Pric
ACCQUNTING DATA
ACCTG. OPERATION
LINE CY PY FUND DEPT ORG. ACCOUNT JOB ORDER ACCOUNT BENF! EQUIP | FACILITY AMOUNT
1 0 30244 30244 106 4220 335080 630221 1,301,251.00
TOTAL $1,301,251.00

AC-361 (REV 2-92)

AC

FUND OVERRIDE
2700706

U
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RESOLUTION NUMBER R-

DATE OF FINAL PASSAGE

.WHEREAS, this activity was determined by the Federal Emergency Managemént
Ag.ency {F EMA] to qualify for a Categorical Exclusion under the Nationral Environmental Policy
Act [NEPA] under Title 44 Code of Federal Regulations Part 10.8 (d)(2){xv), because this
ac_tivity 1s the replacement of a facility in a manner that substantially conform to the pré-existing
design, function and location. |

WHEREAS, on August 9, 2006, the City of San Diego submitted an application to the
California Coastal Commission {Commission] for a Coastal Dévelopmenf Permit for the
Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacem'ent [Project]; and

WHEREAS, on December 12, 2006, thé Commiésion heard the City’s- application and

~approved the application with conditions; and

WHEREAS, the matter was set for a public heariné to be conducted by the Council of the
City of San Diego; and o

WHEREAS, the issue was heard b3./ the City Council on , and

WHEREAS, the City Council as a Responsible Agency upder the California
Environrr_len'tal Quality Act'o_f 1970, as amended [CEQA], considered the issues discussed in the
Commiésibn’s staff report supporting the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit for

Application No. 6-06-88; NOW THEREFORE,

-PAGE 1 OF 3-
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BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, that the information
contained in the final document, including any comment received dunng the public review
process, has been reviewed and considered by this Council in connection with the Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Cahifornia Public Resources Code
section 21081.6 the City Counctl adopts the Findil_]gs', Recommendations and Conditions, as
contained.in the Commission’s staff report or alternations to implement the changes to tﬁe
Project as requir'ed by the Commission in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects.on the
environment, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and is incorporated herein I-Jy

"reference.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Clerk 1s directed to file a Notice of

regérding the above project.

APPROVED: MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attomey

Deputy City Attorney

CLB:sc
05/22/07
Or.Dept: E&CP
R-2007-1166

-PAGE 2 OF 3-
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I hereby certify that the foregoing Resotution was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of

ELIZABETH S. MALAND
City Clerk

By
Deputy City Clerk

Approved: : -
' (date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

Vetoed:

(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

-PAGE 3 OF 3-



TATE OF CALIFORNIA -- THE RESQURCES AGENCY -

DAL - ~ .
L2 AL B s CHWARZENEGSER, Guverr

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

AN DIEGO AREA

575 METROPOLITAN W%4 7

AN DIEGO, Ca 921

319) 767-2330
, Filed: 11/6/06
' 49th Day: 12/25/06
Tu e 1 9 d - 180th Day:  3/5/07. |
, Staff: Laurinda Owens-SD

Staff Report. 11/21/06
Hearing Date:  12/12-15/06

CONDITIONS, FINDINGS, ETC.
MODIFIED IN ADDENDUM REGULAR CALENDAR

+ STAFF REPORT AND PRELIMINARY RECOMMEND ATION
o Mo 60588 . SEE SUBSEQUENT PAGE.Lc-
Application No.:  6-06- : , — R
op | o o FOR COMMISSION ACTION
 Applicant: Cirry of San Diego . Agent: Merkel & Associates, Inc.

Description: Removal and replacement of City of San Diego Lifeguard Headquarters
dock with larger boat dock to include an increase in number of boat slips
_from 4 to 14, increase in the number of piles from 16 to 28 and increase in
- water coverage area from 2,614 sq. fi. to 9 148 5q. ft. to accommodate

- emergency and h;eo"uard watercra

Site: ._ 2581 Quivira Court, Mission Bay Park, San Diego, San Diego County.

STAFF NOTES:

k Surmnmary of Staff’s Preliminary Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of the proposed boat dock replacement with several special
conditions. The primary issues raised by the subject development relate to-the loss of
open water foraging habitat for Least terns, protection of water quality and public access. |
To address potential concerns with regard to loss of foraging habitat for sensitive bird
species as a result of an increase in covered open water for the larger dock project,
mitigation measures acceptable to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service are required as a
condition of approval. In addition, with implementation of special measures to curb
turbidity, construction work is permitied to occur during the nesting season of the Least
. tern and during the summer season. Conditions are also proposed to minimize water
quality impacts as work 1s being proposed within Mission Bay. As conditioned, no
adverse impacts 10 environmentally sensitive habitat or public access will occur,

SubsLantwe File Documents: Certified Mission Bay Park Master Plan; Marine Biological
Resources Assessment dated 3/5/06 by Merkel & Associates, Inc.; Essential Fish
Habitat Assessment dated 5/12/06 by Merke! & Associates, Inc.; Lwer from
Merkel & Associates, Inc. to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service dated 9/16/06;
Design Recommendation/Specifications related to the Fueling Station System for

EXHIBIT A
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the Lifeguard Dock Project dated 11/14/06 by the City of San Diego; CCC Files
#6-02-156; 6-04-11. -

I PRELIMINARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends the Commission adopt the following resolution:

MOTION: [ . move that the. Commission approve Coastal
Development Permit No. 6-06-88 pursuant to the staff
recommendation. '

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL:

Staff recommends a YES {fot_e. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the
permit as conditioned and adoption of the following resolution and findings. The motion
passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners present.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE PERMIT:

The Commission hereby approves a coastal development permit for the proposed
development and adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development as
conditioned will be in conformity with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act and
will not prejudice the ability of the local government having jurisdiction over the area to
prepare a Local Coastal Program conforming to the provisions of Chapter 3. Approval of
the permit complies with the California Environimental Quality Act because either 1)
feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives have been incorporated to substantially
Jessen any significant adverse effects of the development on the environment, or 2) there
are no further feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen .
any significant adverse impacts of the development on the environment.

1. Standard Cor.ldjm'onsj

See attached page.

TI. SDeciaI Conditions.

The permit is subject to the following conditions:

1. Final Plaps. PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicants shall submit to the Executive Director for
review and written approval, final, full-size site and elevation pians for the permitted
development, that have been approved by the City of San Diego. Said plans shall be in
substantial conformance with the plans submitted with this application ttled Mission Bay
Headguarters — Dock Remodel, prepared by Platt/Whitelaw Architects, Inc. dated
11/1/05.
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The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved final plans.
Any propesed changes to the approved final plans shall be reporied to the Executive
Director. No changes 1o the approved final plans shall occur without an amendment {o
this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no
amendment is legally required.

2. Construction Access/Stasine Area/Construction Schedule. PRIOR TO THE
ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall
submit plans showing the locations, both on- and off-site, which will be used as staging
and storage areas for materials and equipment during the construction phase of this
project and a construction schedule for the project. The staging/storage plan and ,
construction schedule shall be subject to review and written approval of the Executive
Director and include the following:

-a. The staging and laydown for the construction shall be limited to the eastern
shoreline of Hospitality Point between the Lifeguard facilities and Driscoll’s
Boatyard. Use of the sandy beach and public parking areas, including on-street
parking, for the interim or overnight storage of materials and eqmpment shall not
be permitted.

b. No construction shall be permitted on weekends and holidays during the summer
months (Memorial Day weekend through Labor Day weekend) of any year.

The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved staging and
storage plans. Any proposed changes to the approved plans shall be reported to the
Exetutive Director. No changes to the approved plans shail occur without an amendment
to this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no
amendment is legally required. -

3. Mitication for Loss of Bav Surface. PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall submit to the Executive
Director for review and written approval, a final mitigation program for impacts of the
proposed development that result in the net loss of 6,534 sq.it. of bay surface waters.
Said plan shall be developed in consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
shall be limited to the following:

a. Removal of 6,334 sq.fi. of siructures covering Mission Bay; or
b. Removal of6,534 sq.ft. of upland fill from Mission Bay; or
¢. Creation of §,534 éq.ft. of eelgrass habitat*; or

d. Using credit of 6,534 sq.ft. from the City of San Diego’s Park and Recreation
eelgrass mitigation bank™*; or
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e. Removal of 6,534 sq.ft. of non-functional rip-rap or debris that occurs in
intertidal or shallow subtidal habitat in Mission Bay.

*  See Special Condition #4 below
** See Special Condition #3 below

The permittee shell undertake development in accordance with the approved mitigation
program. Any proposed changes to the approved mitigation program shall be reported to
the Executive Director. No changes to the approved mitigation program shall oceur
without an amendment to this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director .
determines that no amendment is legally reqmred

4, Momtormg Program for Eelgrass Mitieation. If Option “c” of Special
-Condition #3 is chosen, then PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall submit to the Executive Director for
review and written approval a final monitoring program approved by the U. S. Fish and .
Wildlife Service for the perrmtted celgrass mitigation. The momtormg program shall
mclude the following prov1510ns

a. The miticration monitoring program, as proposed shall occur over 2 five-year
period to ensure establishment and to verify that minimum coverage and density
requirements are achieved. :

b. For each survey, a summary report will be prepared and submitted to the
California Coastal Commission, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, California
'Department of Fish and Game, National Marine Fisheries Service, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and City of San Diego within 30 days of completion of the survey,

c. In the cvent the MOTitoring reports indicate that the miti gation efforts have not
been successful, the applicant shall implement remedial measures to assure the
successful establishment of eelgrass beds in the project vicinity.

The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved monitoring
program. Any proposed changes to the approved program shall be reported to the
Executive Director. No changes to the approved program shall occur without an
amendment to this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines
that no amendment is required.

5. Final Approval of Mitigation Credits. If Option “d” of Special Condition #3
above is'chosen, then PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall submit for the wntten approval of the
Executive Director evidence that the City of San Diego has accepted the applicant’s
option to use eclgrass mitigation credits from the City’s eelgrass mitigation bank in
Mission Bay Park. The evidence shall specify the amount of acreage credits which have
been withdrawn from the Mission Bay Park Mitigation Bank as a result of the propesed
project, and where those credits are geographically located. The permittee shall not
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authorize use of these mitigation credits as mitigation for any other project, or sell these
mitigation credits in the future.

6. Construction During the Nesting Season of Sensitive Bird Species. PRIOR
TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the
applicants shall submit to the Executive Director for review and written approval a
program for controliing turbidity generated by in-water construction work performed
during the California least tern nesting season from April 1* through September 15%.
Said program shall first be approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and shal!
include the following measures to contain furbidity in the immediate project vicinity:

a. During the tern season and while turbidity generating work (e.g., pile driving
and jetting, demolition, ete.) is being performed, turbidity curtains extending
-from the surface {o a depth of 10 feet shall be anchored around the project
construction area to encompass no more than the dock footprint plus a 50-foot
wide work area around the docks. The turbldlty curtain shall be delineated on
all reiated project figures. '

b. Monitoring shall be oonducted continuously by the contractor and
intermittently, s needed, by independent environmental monitor or staff of
the City Development Services Department, or Field Engineering Department.
Intermittent monitoring shall occur at least three times weekly during the
completion of turbidity generating work. More frequent monitoring will be
performed in the event there is a problem 1dent1ﬁed w1th exceeding turbidity

- containment standards. '

c. Monitoring of the effectiveness of containment of turbidity generated by the
project shail be performed by visual observations to evaluate turbidity levels
within and outside of the containment curtain. Visual evidence of plume-
escape or expansion outside of the containment shall be considered to exceed
of the containment standards.

d. Inthe event it is determined that containment standards for turbity are
exceeded, the project activity shall be stopped until the plume dissipates and
the contractor shall alter or stop work and adjust containment curtains or
methods to bring the site into compliance ‘with containment standards that
prevent additional spread of rurbidity cutside the turbidity curtain.

* The permittes shall undertake development in accordance with the approved turbity
control plan. Any proposed changes to the approved plans shall be reported to the
Executive Director. No changes to the approved plans shall occur without an amendment
1o this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no
amendment 1s legally required.

7. Water Qualitv/Best Management Practices Program. PRIOR TO THE
ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall
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submit to the Executive Director for review and written approval, a Best Management
Practices (BMPs) program. Said plan shall be in substantial conformance with the Best
Management Practices Program ini the Marine Biological Resources Assessment for the
City of San Diego Lifeguard Headquarters Dock Replacement Project/Mission Bay, San
Diego, CA dated 3/5/06 by Merkel & Associaies, Inc. and with the Design
Recommendations/Specifications Related to the Fueling Station System by the City of San
Diego dated 11/14/06. Said plan shall also include, but not be limited to, the following:

A. Boat Cleaning and Maintenance Management Practices -

- Clean boat hulls above the waterline and by hand. Where feasible, remove the

boats from the water and perform cleaning at a location where debris can be -
captured and disposed of properly.

Detergents and cleaning products used for washing boats shall be phosphate—
free and biodegradable, and amounts used shall be kept to a minimum.
Detergents containing ammeonia, sodium hypochlorite, chlorinated solvents,

. petrolewm distillates or lye shall not be used.

In-the-water hull scraping or any process that occurs underwater to Temove
pa;nt from the boat hull shall be mlmrmzed to the maximum extent

— 7
plaw leaUlU

B. Fuel Management Practices

Provide oil absorbents for catching fuel drips and spills and provide for the
collection of saturated absorbent materials.

Promote the use of oil-absorbing materials in the bilge areas or engine
compartments of all boats with inboard engines. _

Recycle the oil-absorbent materials, if possible, or dispose of them in

- accordance with hazardous waste disposal regulations.

Follow deswn recommendations and specifications contained in Design
Recommendarzons/Speczf ications Related to the Fueling Station System by the

- Citv of San Diego dated 11/14/06.

C. Hazardous Waste Management Measures

Storage areas for hazardous wastes, including old frasolme or 0asohne with
water, oil absorbent materials, used oil, o1l filters, annfreeze 1ead acid
batteries, paints, and solvents shali be provided.

Containers for used anti- freeze, iead acid batteries, used oil, used oil filters,
used gasoline, and waste diesel, kerosene and mineral spints which will be
cotiected separately for recycling shall be provided in compliance with local
hazardous waste storage regulations and shall be clearly labeled.

Signage shall be placed on all regular trash containers to indicate that
hazardous wastes may not be disposed of in the container. The containers
shall indicate how to dispose of hazardous wastes and where to recvcle certain
recvclable wastes.
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D. Trash and Marine Debris

¢ Boat maintenance and cleaning shall be performed above the waterline in such
a way that no debnis falls into the water,

e (learly marked designated work areas for boat repair and maintenance shall
be provided. Work outside of designated areas shall not be permitted.

& Hull maintenance areas, if provided, shall be cleaned regularly to remove

trash, sanding dust, paint chips and other debris.

s Receptacles shall be provided for the d1sposal or recycling of appropriate
waste materials.

" E. Staff Traiming and Emergency Response and Boater Education.
o All staff shall be trained in proper oil and chemical spill procedures.
e An adequate supply of oil spill response materials shall be maintained on site.
e Informative signage describing and/or depicting Best Management Practices
- for maintenance of boats and boating facilities consistent with those specified
herein shall be posted consplcuously -

F. Containment Requirements Particular care shall be exercised to prevent
- foreign materials {¢.g., construction scraps, wood preservatives, other chemicals, etc.)

from entering state waters. ‘Where additional wood preservatives must be applied to
cut wood surfaces; the matenais, wherever feasible, shall be treated at an onshore
location to preclude the possibility of spills into water. A floating containment boom
shall be placed around all active portions of a construction site where wood scraps or
other floatable debris could enter the water. - Also, for any work on or beneath decks,

- heavy-duty mesh containment netting shall be maintained below all work areas where -
construciion discards or other material could fall into the water. The floating boom
and net shall be cleared daily or as ofien as necessary to prevent accumulation of
debris. Contractors shall insure that work crews are carefully briefed on the
importance of observing the appropriate precautions and reporting any accidental
spills. Construction coniracts shall contain appropriate penalty provisions, sufficient
to offset the cost of retrieving or clean up of foreign materials not properly contained.

The permittee shall undertake the development in accordance with the approved programni..
Any proposed changes to the approved program shall be reported to the Executive
Director. No changes to the program shall occur without a Coastal Commission

approved amendment to this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director
determines that no amendment is legally required.

8. Other Permits. PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF
CONSTRUCTION, the permittee shall provide to the Executive Director copies of all
other required state or federal discretionary permits for the development authorized by
CDP #6-06-88. The applicant shall inform the Executive Director of any changes to the
project required by other state or federal agencies. Such changes shall not be
incorporated into the project until the applicant obtains a Commission amendment to this
permit, untess the Executive Director determines that no amendment 15 legally required.
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9. Invasive Species. PRIOR TO THE COMENCEMENT OF .
CONSTRUCTION, the zpplicant shall provide evidence that the boat dock replacement
project can occur without the nisk of spreading the invasive green alga Caulerpa taxz]oha '
as follows.

a. Not earlier than 90 days nor later than 30 days prior to commencement or re-

. commencement of any development authorized under this coastal development
permit, the applicant shall undertake a survey of the project area (including any .
other areas where the bottom could be disturbed by project activities) and a buffer
area at least 10 meters beyond the project area te determine the presence of the
invasive alga Caulerpa taxifolia. The survey shall include a visual examination of

" the substrate. '

b. The survey protécol shall be prepared in consultation with the Regional Water
* Quality Control Board, the California Department of Fish and Game, and the
National Marine Flshenes Service.

¢. Within five (5) business days of completzon of the survey, the applicant shail
© submit the survey: :

1. For the review and written approval of the Executive Director; and

2. To the Surveillance Subcommitiee of the Southern California Caulerpa
© Action Team (SCCAT). The SCCAT Surveillance Subcommittee may be
contacted through William Paznokas, California Departiment of Fish &
Game (DEG) (858-467-4218) or Robert Hoffman, National Marine
Fisheries Service (NNLFS) (562-980-4043)."

L

If Caulerpa is found, then the NMFS and DEG contacts shall be nonﬁed
within 24 hours of the discovery.

d. If Caulerpa is found, prior to the commencement of in water construction, the
“applicant shall provide evidence to the Executive Director for review and-written
approval either that the Caulerpa discovered within the project and/or buffer area
has been eradicated or that the dock project has been revised to avoid any contact
with Caulerpa. No changes to the dock project shall occur without a Coastal
Commission approved amendment to this coastal development permit unless the
Executive Director determines that no amendment is legally required.

TV. Findinegs and Declarations.

The Commission finds and declares as follows:

1. Delailed Proiect Description. The City of San Diego proposes to replace
existing dock facilities at the City of San Diego Lifeguard Headquariers located on
Hospitality Point in Quivira Basin in Mission Bay Park. The dock is about 40 vears old
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and is 1n a state of disrepair and no longer serves the needs of ithe lifeguard vessel
berthing and support facilities. The dock was severely damaged in the winter storms of
2004/2003 and has since been condemned, as it is not considered safe. This facility is the
only dock designated for lifeguard vessels and equipment in the City and 1s therefore
essential to lifeguard operations. According to the City, presently hfeguard landside
facilities are separated from dock facilities as a result of the necessity to use dock space
elsewhere in Mission Bay. This has resulted in the potential for lengthened response
times for lifeguard services for both on-water and land incidents.

The proposed new facilities will include an enlarged dock which will have an increase in
number of boat slips from 4 to 14 as well as other improvements to facilitate the
expanded needs of the lifeguard operations. These facilities include a fueling area, a
small crane for lifiing equipment to and from vessels, storage lockers, an eyewash station,
rinse shower, covered maintenance dock and a boat-lifi. As only preliminary project.
plans have been submitted, Special Condition #1 requires that the applicant submit final
plans for the development. Below is a table showing the comparisons between existing

. and proposed improvements: ' '

Structure/Volume Existing (to Existing Proposed Net

e : be removed) | (to remain) | Additions Increase
Dock & Gangway 2,178 sq.1t. : 7,841 sq.fi. 5,663 sq.ft.
Other Water Coverage 436 sq.ft. : 1,307 sq.fi. 871 sa.ft.
Total Covered Area - 2,614 sq.fi. 9,148 sq.ft. 6,534 sq.fr. |
Pile Count 16 [ 12 12
Pile Area. : ' 11.1 sq.ft. 83sq.ft. |  8.3sq.fi
Filt - - . Oey. : 0 cy. 7 Ocw

While the size of the dock facility will be increased, the City has'indicated that the
proposed project will serve the expanded needs of the lifeguard operations $ince the
existing dock was constructed and is not proposed as a major expansion over current
operations. The proposed dock to be removed and replaced is immediately next to an
existing small public boat dock to the south that was previeusly removed and replaced
pursuant to CDP No. 6-02:156 (Ref. Exhibit Ne. 2). In addition, there is another public
dock at the north end of Hospitality Point that was also recently renovated pursuant to
CDP No. 6-04-11. Because the existing lifeguard boat dock is in disrepair and has been
condemned, the City has been using the aforementioned public boat docks to the north
south to store emergency watercraft. With implementation of the proposed project, use
" of the nearby public boat docks for storage of emergency water craft will cease.
Immediately next to the lifeguard dock is the City Lifeguard Headguarter’s Building and

a large parking lot. The site 1s very close to the entrance channel'io Mission Bay (ref.
Exhibit No. 1).

The Commission certified a land use plan for Mission Bay Park in 1996, the Mission Bay
Park Master Plan. However, there are no implementing ordinances for this LCP segment,
so this represents an area of deferred certification. Moreover, the majority of the aquatic
park, which is built primarily on tidelands, will remain in the Commission’s criginal
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jurisdiciion permanently. Since Mission Bay Park 1s currently an area of deferred
certification, permit authority remains with the Commission and Chapter 3 of the Coastal
Act 1s the legal standard of review, with the certified master plan used for guidance.

2. Manne Habitat/Sensitive Biojogical Resources. Several policies of the Coastal
Act provide for the protection, preservation and enhancement of coastal waters. Those
most apphicable to the proposed project are as follows:

Section 30230

Marine resources shall be maintained, enhanced, and where feasible, restored.
Special protection shall be given to areas and species of special biological or
economic significance. Uses of the marine environment shall be carried out in a
marnner that will sustain the biological productivity of coastal waters and that will
maintain healthy populations of all species of marine organisms adequate for long-
term commercial, recreational, scientific, and educational purposes.

Section 30231

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,
estuaries, ang lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations of marine '
organisms and for the protection of human health shall be maintained and, where
feasible, restored through, among other means, minimizing adverse effects of waste
water discharges and entrainment, controlling runoff...

‘Quivira Basin is a deep, nearly round embayment located in the southwestern portion of

‘Mission Bay Park, just inland from the Mission Bay Channel that connects Mission Bay

to the Pacific Ocean. The basin is approximately fifieen to twenty feet deep for most of

its extent, and completely surrounded, except for the channel opening, with steep, riprap-
lined shorefront areas; there are no beaches within Quivira Basin, and few shailow spots

that could potentially support vegetation (eslgrass).

A biological assessment was performed for the proposed projest. The findings of that
report indicate that the entire area of the shoreline near the project site is armored with rip
rap that extends from intertidal elevations down to —8 fi. MLLW in some areas. The
majority of the project area 1s mud or sandy bottom with some silt settled on the surface
and some submerged debris. - Invertebrates and fish were not observed within this habitat.
No eelgrass was observed. The dock floats exhibited a much nicher community of
species than the piles (1.e., large mussels, etc.). In the open water areas of the project site
there were no fish observed but it was stated that there is likely northern and deepbody
anchovy as well as topsmelt in the area. The biclagy study found that the potential effect
of the project on species identified as rare, sénsitive, or endangered by the California '
Department of Fish and Garne or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service included the
California Brown Pelican and the California Sea Lion, both of which were observed at
the project during the biclogical survey.
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The major elements of the proposed project involve removal of the existing dock and
installation of a new dock with additional driven piles to support the larger dock. The
potential impact of these project elements on marine resources include the displacement.
of 8.3 square feet of benthic habitat from the installation of the 12 new piles into the mud
bottom area of the project site. However, the impact of the propesed project on this
community of the soft bottom is not significant. With regard to dock piles, no dock piles
will be removed for the proposed project. Sixteen of the onginal piles will be re-used in
place and 12 new piles will be installed for a total of 28 piles to support the larger dock.
It is expected that the new piles will be colonized quickly with the fish, invertebrate, and
algal communities that currently exist on and around the existing piles. The increased
number of piles after project completion will also result in a larger number of fish, -
invertebrates and algae that are associated with dock or pier piles. '

The driving of piles would have minor impacts on the habitat and associated organisms in -
the footprint and area immediately around the piles. The installation of piles generally
results in the impacts such as: 1) loss of the organisms occurring on adjacent rock as.a
result of impact damage as new piles are positioned, 2) temporary small-scale increases
in turbidity in the area around each dniven pile, 3) short-term temporary displacement of
some of the riprap fish community due to underwater pressure waves associated with the
pile driving and, 4) some limited permanent footprint losses associated with the
placement of new piles. However, in his particular case, the potential impacts are
expected to be minor as the observed pile biological community at the project site is
sparse. ' : ' ‘

With regard to impap‘is on open water, the project will result in a permanent loss of open
water surface area related to the larger size of the replaced dock. The proposed larger
dock includes 7,841 sq.ft of surface area and the existing dock includes 2,178 sq.ft. of
surface area for a net loss of open water surface area of 5,663 sq.ft. (7,841 sq. ft. minus
2,178 sq. ft.). Additional structures such as the covered fueling station and covered
maintenance slip would add 871 sq.ft. of covered area to that of the docks for a total net
loss of open water surface area of 6,534 sq.ft. The applicant’s biological study concludes
that the increase in covered water surface area is not considered to be a concern because
the Quivira Basin is already a highly urbanized basin. ‘It is noted, however, that the
increase in covered water surface area could result in a loss of foraging habitat for
‘piscivorous (fish-eating) birds. The impacts to bird foraging may be small since there
will still remain large expanses of open water habitat within the Mission Bay area.

According to the applicant’s report, the bird species that are commoniy found in the
project area include the California Brown Pelican, Double-crested Cormorant, and the
California Least Tern. Any noise impacts from the project would not affect the Brown
Pelican as 1t does not breed in the mainland California coast. As such, no impacts on
nesting will occur related to this species. However, during the breeding ssason of April
to October, the California Least Temn is observed in Mission Bay. This species nests on
Mariner’s Point, Fiesta Island and the FAAA Island. Mariner’s Point, which is the
closest nesting site to the project site (just across the Mission Bay Channel), has been the
most heavily used nesting site between the years 1997-2003 and 50-60 fledglings were
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produced in 2003 according to the San Diego Audubon Society study conducted in 2006.
Increased noise and turbidity during the project construction could disturb nesting and
reduce foraging ability for bird species. Impacts to Least Terns during consiruction are
not expected to be significant if censtruction occurs outside of the breeding season.
However, permanent impacts would result from the loss of foraging area due to
additional coverage open water surface area. No impacts to marine mammals is expected
to result from the proposed project. Overall, the biology study concludes that there
would be no significant blologmal 1mpacts to bare bottom, rip rap, cpen water or dock
and pile communities.

The Commission’s staff Resource Ecologist has reviewed the proposed project and
generally concurs with the biological assessment but indicates that the USFWS has
become concerned recently with the cumulative loss of foraging habitat for bird species.
The USFWS submitted a letter dated 11/3/06 (ref. Exhibit No. 4) which discusses these
concerns in more détail. The letter states that they do not concur with the ACOE’s
determination that the proposed project will not adversely affect federally listed species.
In their letter it is stated that they are concerned with the loss of foraging habitat for birds
that plunge-dive to capture their fish prey (i.e. least tern and brown pelican). They also
indicate that these birds heavily use these areas near the project site. Since these species
forage by Vlsualiy searching for their fish prey, covering the surface water with structures
results in the loss of foraging area because they cannot see their prey under the structures
oor dive to catch the prey. They also indicate that such dock structures reduce light
avallability in the water which supports other biological communities. USFWS is
concerned with the individual and curnulative losses of least tern foraging habitat in
Mission Bay, and in particular, the Quivira Basin. This is due to the fact that there are six
known potential least tern nesting sites in and around Mission Bay and high levels of
ieast tern foraging have been documented in and around Quivera Basin.

USFWS indicates that the unavoidable impacts to these species should be mitigated.
Specifically, the USFWS has indicated that that the net water surface area coverage of
6,534 sq.fi. resulting from the proposed project should be mitigated through one or more
options to create replacement habitat or enhance the value of existing shallow marme
habitat. USFWS has identified several proposed mitigation measures in their 11/3/06
letter (ref. Exhibit No. 4} to offset the impacts to foraging activity on the bird species.
The Commission’s staff Resource Ecologist has reviewed the suggested mitigation
measures and concurs that removal of 6,534 sq.ft. of structures covering Mission Bay
(option a in the USFWS letter), removal of 6,534 sq.ft. of upland fill from Mission Bay
{option b) or removal of 6,534 sq.ft. of non-functional 11p-rap or debris (option d) that
occurs in intertidal or shallow subtidal habitat in the Mission Bay area are éssentially in-
kind mitigation and are preferred options. The option to fill deepwater habitat (option c) ,
however, is not a good idea as it would be inconsistent with Coastal Act policies. The
'Commission staff Resource Ecologist also agrees that mitigating with eelgrass (option d)
i acceptable if the National Marnine Fisheries Service (NMES) agrees that there is
unoccupied habitat that could be successfully planted with eelgrass (areas that don't have
eelgrass may not be suitable for a self-sustaining eelgrass population) or by drawing from
the City’s eelgrass mitigation bank as the Commission has approved other projects m the
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Mission Bay area that required mitigation by permiiting applicants to draw credit from
existing mitigation banks, Compliance with one of these options, as approved by the
USFWS and ACOEL, is therefore required as a condition of approval through Special
Condition #Nes. 3, 4 & 5. Special Condition #3 allows the applicant to chose one of the
options suggested by the USFWS and provide a plan to implement the proposed
mitigation. Special Condition #4 requires, that if the option to create eelgrass habitats is
chosen, then such habitat creation will need to be monitored for success. Special
Condition #3 requires, that if the option to draw from the City’s mitigation bank is |
chosen, then the applicant shall provide evidence to the Executive Director of the amount
of acreage credits which have been withdrawn from the Mission Bay Park Mitigation
Bank and where those credits are geographically located. With these conditions, the
Commission is assured that impacts to foraging habitat for sensitive bird species resulting
from the proposed project will be adequately mitigated.

Another issue raised by the proposed development is the impacts of the construction on
sensitive bird species from noise and turbidity. Initially the USFWS indicated that to
mitigate for construction impacts (in-water construction that generates turbidity), work on
the project shouid occur outside the least tern breeding season to avoid reducing their
foraging ability. Although seasonal constraints are often employed in similar projects,
the Lifeguard Service has noted that timing constraints would hamper their ability to
provide essential response in the most timely way. As such, the USFWS and the
applicant’s biologist have recently discussed this matter further and reached an
agreement. Specifically, the applicant proposes to implement measures fo contain
turbidity to the immediate project vicinity to minimize impacts to the least tern that are
known to utilize habitat in the vicinity of the proposed project: Some of these measures
include use of a turbidity curtain extending to a depth of ten feet around the project
construction area, monitoring of the work as it is occurring, and in the event that plume
escape or expansion outside of the containment is considered excessive, the project shal
be stopped until the plume dissipates and the site is brought into compliance. These
measures are enumerated in more detail in Special Condition #6. With incorporation of -
these measures, any potential impacts to the sensitive bird species in the area will be
greatly reduced.

An issue in southern Califormia is the eradication program for the invasive green alga,
Caulerpa 1axifolia (referred to hereafter as Caulerpa), that has been discovered within
inner Agua Hedionda Lagoon. On-August 7, 2000 the Executive Director issued an
emergency permit (6-00-99-G) regarding the eradication of Caulerpa found in a small

- area of the inner lagoon. The program included placement of tarps over the treated
sectors and capping the areas to preclude regrowth. Caulerpa is a tropical green marine
alga that is popular in the aguarium trade because of its atiractive appearance and hardy
nature. In 1984, this seaweed was intreduced into the northern Mediterranean. From an
initial infestation of about 1 square vard it grew to cover about 2 acres by 1989, and by
1997 blanketed about 10,000 acres along the coasts of France and Ttaly. Genetic studies
demonstrated that those populations were from the same clone, possibly originating from
a single introduction. This seaweed spreads asexually from fragments and creates a
dense monoculture displacing native plant and animal species. In the Mediterranean, it
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crows on sand, mud and rock surfaces from the very shallow subiidal to about 250-f
depth. Because of toxins in its tissues, Caulerpa is not eaten by herbivores in areas where
it has invaded. The infestation in the Mediterranean has had serious negative economic
and social conseguences because of impacts to tounsm recreational diving, and
commercial ﬁshma

Because of the grave risk to native habitats, in 1999 Caulerpa was designated a prohibited
species 1n the United States under the Federal Noxious Weed Act. AB 1334, enacted In
2001 and codified at California Fish and Game Code Section 2300, forbids possession of
Caulerpa. In June 2000, Caulerpa was discovered in Aqua Hedionda Lagoon ir San
Diego County, and in August of that year an infestation was discovered in Huntington
Harbor in Orange County. Genetic studies show that this s the same clone as that”
released in the Mediterranean. Other infestations are hikely. Although a tropical species, . -
Caulerpa has been shown to tolerate water temperatures down to at least 50° F. Although
warmer southern California habitats are most vulnerable, until better information if -
available, it must be assumed that the whole California coast is atmsk.  All shallow
marine habitats could be 1mpacted : '

In respense 1o the threat that Cauiema poses to California’s marine environment, the
‘Southern California Caulerpa Action Team, SCCAT, was established to respond quickly
and effectively to the discovery of Caulerpa infestations in Southem California. The
group consists of representatives from several state, federal, local and private entities.
'The goal of SCCAT is to completely eradicate all Caulerpa infestations.

Eelgrass (Zostera marina) is an aquatic plant consisting of tough cellulose leaves that

~ grow in dense beds in shallow, subtidal or intertidal unconsolidated sediments. Eelgrass
1s considered worihy of protection because it functions as important habitat for a variety
of fish and other wildlife, according to the Southern California Eelgrass Mitigation Policy
{SCEMP) adopted by the National Marine Fishenies Service (NMFS), the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS), and the California Department ot Fish and Game (CDFG).
For instance, eelgrass beds provide areas for fish egg laying, juvenile fish rearing, and
waterfowl foraging. Sensitive species, such as the California least tern, a federally listed
endangered species, utilize eelgrass beds as foraging grounds. If Caulerpa were aliowed
to reproduce unchecked within Mission Bay, sensitive eelgrass beds and the wildlife that
depend upon them would be adversely impacted. Therefore, eradication of Caulerpa
would be beneficial for native habitat and witdlife.

At this time, it appears that the Caulerpa infestation in Agua Hedionda lagoon has been
successfully eradicated. However, there are still concems about its emergence in other
aquatic areas, including Mission Bay. If Caulerpa is present, any project that disturbs the
bottom could cause its spread by dispersing viable tissue fragments. In order to assure
that the proposed project does not cause the dispersal of Caulerpa, the Commission
imposes Special Condition #9. This condition requires the applicant, prior to
commencement of development, to survey the project area for the presence of Caulerpa.
If Caulerpa is found to be present in the pro; ect area, then prior to commencement of any
inwater work, the applicant must provide ‘evidence that the Caulerpa within the project
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site has been eradicated (the applicant could seek an emergency permit from the
Executive Dirsctor to authorize the eradication) or that the dredging project has been
revised to avold any disturbance of Caulerpa. If revisions to the project arg proposed to
avoid contact with Caulerpa, then the applicant shall consult with the local Coastal
Commission office to determine if an amendment to this permit 15 required.

In summary, the subject development is proposed to provide necessary dock space for the
San Diego Lifeguard Service. As conditioned, the proposed development will not
adversely affect marine resources or wildlife.

Water Quality. The following Coastal Act policies addressmo water quahty are
most apphcable to the subject proposal, and state, in part:

Sectlon 30230

Marne resources shall be mamtamed enhanced and where feasﬂ::ie restored. Uses
of the marine environment shall ‘be carried out in a manner that will sustain the
biologlcal productivity of coastal waters. . '

Section 30231

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum population of marine
organisms and for the protection of human health shall be maintained and, where
feasible, restored through, among other means minimizing adverse effects of waste -
‘water dlscharoes and entrainment.

Over the past many 'years, there have been on-going concerns about the water quality of
Mission Bay. The Bay is the “end of the line™ for surface runoff for much of the '
developed urban areas of San Diego, and thus receives vast quantities of stormwater
(some of it polluted) through the City’s existing storm drain system that includes
numerous outfalls around the bay. In addition, three creeks (Rose, Cudahy and Tecolote)
empty into the bay and are 2 frequent source of both debris and pollutants. However,
with implementation of the Best Management Practices Program identified in the
biological study for the proposed project, the new dock facility will not have any adverse
unpacts on the existing water quality of Mission Bay. The proposed replacement of the
existing floating dock and associated amenities will increase the size of the facility. The
proposed floating dock is significantly larger in size, to accommodate the expanded needs
of the lifeguard service since the original dock was constructed. Moreover, the larger
dock is over water, such that any additional surface runeff will not result in erosion. In
addition, the City proposes installing a new prefabricated concrete deck (which 1s

_identical to the type of dock that was reconstructed at the north tip of Hospitality point
pursuant to CDP #6-04-11) in place of the existing wooden deck. No plastic materials
are proposed in the marine environment; therefore, a concern is allayed regarding
possible deterioration of plastic and subsequent increase in marine debrns,
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According 10 a biological assessment that was performed for the subject project, Quivira
Basin contains the most boating activity of all of the Mission Bay basins. The presence
of a bait barge, fuel dock, pump-out station, boatyard and & high concentration of marine
facilities may cause elevated concentrations of leaked petroieum products and waste
water within the basin. However, the Lifeguard Dock is located in the outermost portion
of the Quivira Basin, close to the entrance channel, and therefore receives daily flushing
with the tidal ocean water. The assessment also indicates that few changes to the
Lifeguard Dock have the potential to have permanent effects on water quality at the
project site. A fueling facility currently exists at the dock and therefore, water quality
issues greater than those already associated with the present fuel dock are not expected.
In addition, the addition of more slips at the dock may produce more boat traffic
potentially impacting water quality. However, such impacts could be minimized through
participation in the Best Management Practices program. Such a plan would provide
guidelines for establishing a clean marina which complies with all environmental laws
and regulations. Such measures would require that boat cleaning, solvent and could
handling, spill control and waste product handling be documented and monitored. In
addition, other practices could also include staff training and emergency response, vessel
cleaning and mainténance operations, sewage management, oil and fuel management,
hazardous waste management, trash and marine dehris and hoater education. The CltV
has also submitted an extensive detailed plan of design specifications they will implement
for the proposed fueling station system associated with the hfeouard dock. Special
Condition #7 requires that City comply with these requirements.

In addition, as noted previously, there may also be temporary construction impacts to
water quality related to increased turbidity from the pile-driving operation. The existing
dock has 16 pilings, but the proposed dock, which requires additional length fo support
the numerous watercraft used by the Lifeguard Service, will require a total of 28. The
City proposes to reuse the 16 existing pilings, and construct 12 new additional pilings.
Although construction equipment has the potential for accidental fuel spiliage and/or
leaks, implementation of standard construction Best Management Practices (BMPs)
during construction would reduce potential accidental spills from construction equipment.

In addition, there will be a maintenance area for the proposed dock facilities. However,
the Lifeguard Service has indicated that this area is a covered area to keep mechanics dry
and to provide weather protection and a degree of boat protection from the weather
elements. As such, it is not an area where extensive boat work would be performed or
where chemicals would be used which could discharge to or be disposed of in the marine
environment. In addition, the applicant indicates that such an area is currently provided,
just notcovered.

In summary, although the amount of impermeable surfaces will increase slightly with the
larger floating dock, this will not result in runoff or erosion iumpacts since it occurs over
water. Some increased turbidity may occur during construction, particularly from pile-
driving operations, but its affect on both sensitive species and the general public 1s
minimized threugh construction related BMPs and restrictions. The Commission
therefore finds that the proposed development cverall will not have adverse impacts on
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the quality of Mission Bay waters. Therefore, the Commission finds that approval of the
_development, as conditioned, is fully consistent with the cited Coastal Act policies.

4. Fill of Open Water. The following policy of.the Coastal Act is most applicable to
the subject development:

Section 30233

(2) The diking, filling, or dredging of open coastal waters, wetlands, estuarles,
and lakes shall be permitted in accordance with other applicable provisions of this
division, where there is no feasible less environmentally damaging altemative, and
where feasible mitigation measures have been provided to-minimize adverse
environmental effects, and shall be limited to the following:

(1) New or expanded port enercry, and coastal- dependent mdusmal facilities,
including commercial ﬁshmcr facilities.

(2) Maintaining existing, or restbrino previously dredged, depths in existing
navigational channels, turning basins, vessel berthing and mooring areas, and boat
'launchmo ramps. :

(3) In'wetland areas only, entrance channels for new or expanded boating
facilities; and in a degraded wetland, identified by the Department of Fish and Game
pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 30411, for boating facilities if, in conjunction
with such boating facilities, a substantial portion of the degraded wetland is restored
and maintained as a biologically productive wetland. The size of the weétland area
used for boating facilitiés, including berthing space, turning basins, necessary
navigation channels, and any necessary support service facilities, shall not exceed 25

' percent of the degraded wetland.

{4).In open coastal waters, other than wetlands, including streams, estuaries, and
- lakes, new or expanded beating facilities and the placement of siructural pilings for
public recreational piers that provide public access and recreational opportunities. -
(5) Incidental public service purposes, including but not limited to, burying
cables and pipes or inspection of piers and maintenance of existing intake and outfall

lines.

(6) Mineral extractlon including sand for restormc beaches, except in
envarom’nentally sensitive areas. -

(7) Restoration purposes.

(8) Nature study, aguaculture, or similar resource dependent activities.
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The proposed development includes demolition/removal of existing boating facilities an
replacement with similar, but larger, facilities that can accommodate the needs of the CIIV :
lifeguard service. The exisung dock has 16 concrete 10-inch dock pilings which will be
re-used in place. The larger dock, which is required to accommeodate the larger dock to
meet the needs of the lifeguard service, will require 12 additional pilings of the same
tvpe, which must be dniven info the open water of Quivira Basin. The 12 new piles will
result in displacement of apprommately 8.3 5q. fi. of benthic hab1tat (subtldal mud
bottom)

For a project that involves fill of wetlands, estuaries, or open coastal waters to be
consistent with Section 30233 of the Coastal Act, the project must be for one of the ewht
purposes identified in Section 30233, must be the least environmentally damaging
alternative, and must include feaszble mitigation measures to minimize adverse
enviropmental impacts. As conditioned, the proposed development satisfies these ‘
criteria. New and expanded boating facilities and associated pilings are allowed uses in
open water pursuant to Section 30233(a)(5). The City has indicated that the proposed 12
new pilings, along with the existing 16 piles that will be retained, are the minimum’
required to support the larger boat dock. As analyzed above, the permit conditions
address potential adverse effects of the development. Thus, the displacement of 8.3 sq.ft.
of benthic habitat represents the least environmentally damaging alternative.

In summary, the proposed dock replacement will not impact any areas of existing habitat,
including eelgrass. Special Condition #8 requires copies of the permits issued by other
state or federal regulatory agencies, to be sure those actions are compatible with the
.-subject permit. The condition also advises that any provisions of other permits that
require the approved project to be modified could require an amendment to the CDP.
Therefore, the Commission finds the proposal as conditioned, consistent W}Ih the cited
Coastal Act policies.

5. Public Access and Recrzsation. The following Coastal Act policiés are most
pertinent 1o the proposed development, and state, in part:

Section 30211

Development shall not interfere with the public's nght of access 10 the sea where
acquired through use or legislative authorization, including, but not limited to, the
use of dry sand and rocky coastal beaches to the first line of terrestrnial veoetatlon

Section 30212

(a) Public access from the nearest public roadway to the shoreline and along the
coast shall be provided in new development projects except where:

(1) 1tis inconsistent with public safetv military security needs, or the protection
of fragile coastal resources,
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(2) adequate access exists nearby.

Section 30604(c)

(c) Every coastal development permit issued for any development between the
nearest public road and the sea or the shoreline of any body of water located within
the coastal zone shall include a specific finding that the development is in-
conformity with the public access and public recreation policies of Chapter 3
(commencing with Section 30200).

Mission Bay Park is a public aquatic facility of statewide, and even national significance.
[t was created prior to passage of the Coastal Act, and 1s built primarily on tidelands
granted to the City of San Diego by the state. The specific project site is located between
the first coastal roadway and the bay, with the pier and dock extending out into the bay
itself. The dock is nearby the City’s Mission Bay Park Headquarters, and a small police
facility. There are park facilities nearby (picnic tables, sand volleyball and fishing jetty)
that are used by the public. There are two other docks nearby-—~one at Hospitality Point
and a public boat dock just south of the existing lifeguard dock. Both of these other
docks are currently used by the City’s lifeguards because their existing dock is too small
for their needs and has been condemned. After the new dock 1s constructed, it is not
expected that the Lifeguard Service will need to use the other public docks and they shall

" remain for exclusive use by the public. Thus, the proposed project will result in an
-overall improvement to public access as existing dock space currently being utilized by
the 11fe0uards wlll aoam be available to the public. :

As is often the case with projects in nearshore areas, it is the construction phase of the -
project which poses the greatest likelihood of impacts on public access. Thisis
especially a concern when construction requires the closure of traffic lanes on coastal
access routes, uswrps public parking spaces in beach or park lots, or excludes the public
from high-use areas. To address this concern, the Commission fypically prohibits all, or
selected portions of, construction activity during the summer months (Memorial Day
weekend through Labor Day) when public use 1s at its peak. However, in the case of the’
proposed development, the City has indicated that the proposed development will take
approximately one year to complete and restricting work through the summer months

" would pose a severe public safety issue as it would lengthen the time it would take to
complete this important essential public service facility.

In this particular case, the Commission finds that the typical summer work restriction is
not necessary . While overall public use of Mission Bay Park is at its greatest during the
‘summer month, this particular area of Mission Bay Park receives minimal public use as
the existing dock to be repiaced is not a public dock. Because of its location,

construction of the proposed project will not prevent public access to the existing public
amenities, such as the picnic ramada, parking Jois and fishing jetty, nor the existing
public docks and facilities located both north and south of the subject site. In addition,
no construction staging or equipment storage 1s proposed te occur in any of the public
parking lots or grassy park areas used by the public. The City has indicated that they will
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restrict construction access and storage to the eastemn shoreline of Hospitality Point
between the Lifeguard facilities and Driscoll’s Boatyard, an area that is not generally
used by the public. Based on the above discussion, the Commission finds that the needs
of the lifeguard service, which is intended 1o improve public safety throughout Mission
Bay Park, outweighs the small inconvenience that may be experienced by the public
during the busiest time of season for public use of Mission Bay Park as a result of the
construction phase of the proposed project.

- However, to minimize public access impacts to nearby recreational facilities, Special
Condition #2 limits the work to non-holiday weekdays during the summer and requires
that no public facilities, including parking spaces, be used for project staging and access.
Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed pro;ect as conditioned, 1s consistent
with the cited Coastal Act policies.

. 6. Visual Resources. Section 30251 of the Coastal Act prov:des for the protection
of scenic coastal resources, and states 111 part:

Section 30251

The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected as
a resource of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and
designed to protect views 10 and along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to
minimize the alteration of natural land forms, to be visually compatible with the
character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and enhance wsual
quality in visually degraded areas.

The site is located in Mission Bay Park, a highly scenic public recreational resource of
national significance. The existing facilities will be demolished or removed and new,
larger facilities will be constructed. However, the general appearance of the pier,
gangway, floating dock and accessory uses will remain the same, as will the function of
the dock for mooring of lifeguard watercraft. The new facilities will also includea -
fueling area, a small crane, storage lockers, eyewash station, shower, covered
maintenance dock and boat lift. However, even with these added features, the dock
amenities are similar in size and scale to others along the Mission Bay shoreline. The
Commission finds the proposed development will have no significant visual impact on
the scenic qualities of Mission Bay Park, and is thus fully consisten: with Section 30251
of the Coastal Act. '

7. Local Coastal Planning. Section 30604(a) zlso requires that a coastal

' development permit shall be issued only if the Commission finds that the permitted
development will not prejudice the ability of the focal government to prepare a Local
Coastal Program (LCP) in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal
Act. In this case, such a finding can be made. |

Mission Bay Park is an existing aquatic playground. It is primarily unzoned, and the
subject site 1s designated as Parkland in the certified Mission Bay Park Master Plan. The
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proposal is consistent with that designation and requires no local discretionary permits.
The proposed development represents replacement of existing facilities and additions to
address water quality and public access concerns. As conditioned, the proposal has also
been found consistent with all applicable Coastal Act provisions. Therefore, the
Commission finds that appreval of the permit will not prejudice the ability of the City of
San Diego to complete and implement a certifiable LCP for this area.

8. Consistency with the California Environmental Qualitv Act (CEQA). Section
13096 of the Commission's Cede of Regulations requires Cornmissicn approval of
coastal development permits to be supported by a finding showing the permit to be
consistent with-any applicable requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibits a proposed development from
being approved if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available
which would substantially lessen any swmﬁcant adverse effect which the actmty may

-have on the environment.

The proposed project has been conditioned in order to be found consistent with the

~ Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act. Mitigation measures, including conditions
addressing public access and biological resources will minimize ail adverse
environmental impacts, “As conditioned, there are no feasible alternatives or feasible
mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse
impact which the activity may have on the environment. Therefore, the Commission
-finds that the proposed project is the least environmentally-damaging feasible alternative
and is consistent with the requirements of the Coastal Act to conform to CEQA.

STANDARD CONDITIONS:

1. Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and development
shall not commence until 4 copy of the permit, signed by the permittee or authorized
agent, acknowledging receipt of the permit and acceptance of the terms and
conditions, is returned to the Commission office.

o

Expiration. If development has not commenced, the pennlt wz]l eXpire two years
from the date on which the Commission voted on the application. Development |
shall be pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time.
Apphcation for extension of the permit must be made prior+to the expiration date.

L

Interpretation. Any questions of inient or interpreiation of any condition W1H be
resolved by the Executive Director or the Comm15510n

4. Assignment. The permirt may be assigned to any qualified person, provided assignee
files with the Commission an affidavit accepting ail terms and condiiions of the
permit.
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5. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be
perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee o bind all
future owners and possessors of the sitbject property to the terms and conditions.

(G:\San Diego\Repons\2006\6.06-085 City of San Diego stfrpt.doc)
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In Reply Rafer Tox
FWS-5DG-5080.1
. Nov 3 2006
Mr. Terry Dean
U.S. Ammy Coips of Engineers, Los Angeles Distnict
ATTN: CESPL-CO-R-200600001 -TCD
16885 W. Bernardo Drnive, Suite 300-A
San Diego, California 92127

"Subject:  Public Notice of a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Permit for the City of San  Diego
Lifeguard Headguarters Boat Dock Replacement Project (200600091~ TCD).
- Dear Mr. Dean:

The U.S. Fich and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the Public Notice (PN) of a U.S.
Army Comps of Engineers (Caorps) Permit for the City of San Diego Lifeguard Headgquarters Boat
Dock Replacement Project (Project) (200600091-TCD). Our comments on the proposed Project
have been prepared under the authority, and in accordance with the provisions of the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) {48 Stat. 401, as amended, 16 U.S5.C. 661 e seq.), the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) 0f 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), and other
authorities mandating Department of Interior concern for environmental values. In a telephone
conversation between the Service and the Corps on October 30, 2006, the Corps granted the

Service an extensxon unul November 3,2006, to prowde comuments on the PN. We anpremate
the extension.

- The proposed Project consists of replacement and expansmn of the existing hfeguard vessel
berthing and support facilities in Quivira Basin within Mission Bay, City of San Diego,
California. The City of San Diego (applicant) propeses to demolish and remove an approximate
2,178 square foot, four-slip, pile-supported, timber dock and gangway and construct 2 new 7,841
square foot, 14-slip, pile supported, timber dock with a concrete pier {gangway) and an access
ramp, as well as several other #acilities. These facilities will include a fueling area, a smail
access platform pier with a job crane for lifting equipment to and from vessels, storage lockers,
an eyewash station, rinse shower, covered maintenance dock, and a boat lift. Overall, the project
will result in a net increase of 6,534 square fest of structures covering Mission Bay waters. No

shoreline restructure, dredging, or discharge of dredged or fill material are propesed with this
project.

The PN states that preliminary determinations indicate that the Project may affect, but will not
adversely affect, the federally listed as endangered Californiz leest tem (Sterna gnrillarum
browni, least tem) and brown DCIICE‘.‘] (Pelecanus occidenialis). The Corps has requested
concurrence from the Service ~ofits preliminary
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determination and that formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is not
required.

The Service does not concur with the Corp’s determination that the proposed project will not
adversely affect federally listed species for the foliowing reasons. The Project will result in a net
loss of 6,534 square foot of foraging habitat for birds thai plunge-dive to capture their fish prey
(e.g., least tern and brown pelican). High levels least tem foraging behavior occurs in and near
Quivira Basin (Southwest Research Associates Incorporated 1994) and brown pelican loaf
approximately 300 feet to the north of the proposed dock. Both species forage by visually
searching for their fish prey (Thompson et. al. 1997). Therefore, covering surface water with
structures results in a loss of foraging habitat because these sight foraging birds cannoet see their
prey under structures or plunge-dive through structures to catch their preyv. Additionally,
covering open water habitats types with docks wonld reduce light availability in the water
column and introduce hard substrate which will likely support a different species composition

~ and biclogical community. In essence, there could be an ecological type conversion where piers
are introduced. ' o

We aré concerned with individual and cumulative losses of least tern foraging habitat in Mission
Bay in general, and Quivira Basin in particular. This is because there are six known potential

Western South Shores, Cloverleaf, Mariner’s Point, FAA Island, and the San Diego River
Mouth), of which least terns have recently nested on five (i.e., North Fiesta Istand, Stony Point,
FAA Island, Mariner’s Point, and San Diego River Mouth), and high levels least tern foraging
behavior have been documented in and near Quivira Basin (Southwest Research Associates
_Incdrporatéd 1994). Reduced food availability can negatively affect the reproductive success of
the least tern by reducing clutch sizes, lowering weights of chicks, and increasing levels of egg
" abandonment and non-predator chick mortality (Atwood and Kelly 1984, Massey 1988, Massey
et. al. 1992). For example, the low productivity or reproductive success of least terns 1 recent
vears has been attributed to shortages of their fish prey (Marschalek 2005 and 2006).

The proposed project wiil increase docking capacity of the Lifeguard Headquarters and thereby
increase boating activity in and around Quivira Basin. Increased boating can displace waterbird
access to feeding areas and resuli in a subsequent loss of production of voung (Drent and Guiguet
1961, Conservation Committee Report 1978, Huffman 1999, Manning 2002). Increased boating
activity, particularly high speed boating, can reduce foraging by least tems. Increased
disturbances to foraging habitat could negatively affect the stability of the adjacent least tem :
colonies because disturbance-free foraging areas to obtain food for chicks are important (Rodgers -
and Smith 1997). The Navy (2003) found that least terns tended to forage in areas with relatively
less boating activity. Bailey (1995) suggesis that heavy boat activity in an estuary near Alameda
Naval Air Station dissuades least terns from foraging in suitable habitat. Although the least terns
could fly to other areas to avoid highly disturbed foraging habitat, such behavioral adaptations
can increase the numbers of flights and flight times between foraging and loafing, resulting 1n
energy deficiencies that could translate to reduced productivity and fitness (Manning 2002). The
likelihood of this increase in boating activity disrupting least tem foraging is greatest during
those vears when least tern prey populations -are most limited. '
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Under the authorities listed above, we are advising the Corps of the impertance of bay waters in
proposed Project area to fish and wildlife resources in general, and to the federally listed least
tern and brown pelican in particular. Unavoidable impacts to these resources should be mitigated
under the Corps authority pursuant to section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and regulations
regarding Regulatory Programs of the Corps of Engineers (33 CFR Parts 320 through 330),
independent of requirements that may arise out of section 7 consuliation under the ESA. The
decision whether to issue a Corps permit should be based on an evaluation of the probable
impacts, including cumulative impacts, of the proposed activity on the public interest. All
factors which may be relevant must be considered, including general wildlife concerns and fish
and wildlife values {33 CFR Part 320.4(a)]. The impacts identified above are significant,
specifically identifiable, reasonably likely to occur and of importance to the aquatic environment.
As such, these impacts should be mitigated [33 CFR Part 320.4(r)(2)]. It is our optinion that
issuance of a Corps permit without mitigation for impacts io general wildlife concems and fish
and wildlife values would be contrary to the public’s interest. '

We concur with the mitigation measure proposed in the PN that project construction, particularly
all in-water construction that generates turbidity {(e.g., demolition, pile jetting or driving, efc...)
should occur outside the least tern breeding season to avoid reducing their foraging ability.
However, no appropriate mitigation is proposed for permanent impacts to bay water foraging
habitat. The PN states that the applicant “has stated that ample adjacent foraging area and the
foraging attraction of the adjacent bait barge compensate for the increase in water coverage, and
therefore the project would not result in a significant change in forage fish availability.”
However, Quivira Basin already has significant cumulative coverage of bay waters and there is
no guarantee that the bait barge will remain in the future. Even if the bait barge did remain, bait
barges are not appropriate mitigation for least terns. A 1997 foraging study in San Diego Bay
(Baird 1997) concluded that:

California least terns do not frequent the bait barge. T, hey are not kleptoparasites nor
are they ship followers as are many other species of gulls and terns. Thus, providing bair
fish for them would most likely not beé a worthwhile mirigarion measure. In support of
this, the size of fish on which California least terns feed is smaller than can be purchased
as bait or easily captured, for they are juvenile or sometimes even larval fish.

To help ensure that proposed mitigation is implemented, and to mitigate permanent impacts to
bay waters, we recommend the following Special Conditions be incorporated into the Corps

permit.

Proposed Snecidl Conditions for LOP No. 200600091-TCD

1. The permittee shall not perform in-water construction (e.g., demolition, jetting or pile
driving, etc...) during the Califomnia least tem (Sterna aniiflarum browni) nesting season
from April 1 to September 13. This condition is necessary to avoid potential impacts to this
federally listed as endangered species that is known to utilize habitat in the vicinity of the
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To mitigate the impabt of 2 6,534 square feet net loss of bay surface waters, the permittee
shall submit a proposal to offset impacts 1o the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California -
- Depariment of Fish and Game, and the Corps for review and approvai at least 30 davs prior 1o

initiating project impacis that will be implemented prior to, concurrently, or prior to the next
least tern breeding season of project impacts.

Potential measures to mitigate impacts include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. . RemO\.re 6,534 square feet of -structures covering Mission Bay;

E. 7 Remove 6,534 square feet of upland fill from Mission Bay;

c. Shallow-up 6,534 square feet of .deep, subtidal habitat to sh;illow; subtidal habifat;
d Create 6,534 square feet of eeigrass habitat or credit 6,534 square feet at the C1ty s

Park and Recreatmn eelgrass mitigation bank;

A:Q Faat AF wAm_frmat 2 + Aphric that S 3
Remove 5,534 square ieet ot non-functional rip-r&p Or Geors tnal oCCurs in

intertidal or shallow subtidal habitat in the Mission Bay; or

o

f. Conduct a combination of the measures listed above that total 6,534 square feet.

In summary, the Service would not object to the Corps issuing a permit for the Lifeguard
Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project and would concur that the project may affect but is
not likely to adversely affect federally listed species provided our proposed Special Conditions
.are added to the permit. -We appreciate the opportum'ty to review and comment on the PN. If

_ you have any guestions concerning this letter please contact Carolyn Lieberman of my staff at
(760) 431-5440 extension 240.

Sincerely,

//s//David Zoutendyk, for
Therese O’Rourke
Assistant Field Supervisor |

cc:

California Depanment of Fish and Game, San Diego; CA {Attn: Marilyn P]unarty)
National Marine Fisheries Service, Long Beach, CA (Attn: Bob Hoffman)
California Coastal Commission {Attn: Ellen Lirley)
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Addendum -
December 7.2006
To: Corr_lmissioners and Interested Persons
From:' | | California CoastaI. Commission
San Diego Staff
Srlbject: Addendum to Tue 19(1, Coastal Commission Permit Appiic.:ati(;n '

#6-00-88 (San Diego lifeguard boat dock replacement), for the
Commission Mesting of Tuesday, December 12, 2006

Staff.recommends the following changes' be made to the above-referenced staif report:

On Page 3 of the staff report Special COﬂdltIOIl No. 3 shall be struck and replaced with
the followmcr condition: -

3. Final Plans for Mitigation for Loss of Bav Surface. PRIOR TO THE
ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT. the applicant shall
submit to the Executive Director for review and written approval. a final mitigation
program and final plans for impacts of the nroposed development that result 1n the net
loss of 6.534 sa.fi. of bav surface waters. Said plan shall be developed in
consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and shall be limited 1o the
removal of 6.534 sa.ft. of non-functional rip-rap or debris that occurs in intertidal or
shallow subtidal habitat in Mission Bav. In addition. the proposed rmitigation shall
incorporate the following measures:

a.  All of the proposed sites where the rip rap will be removed along the Mission Bav
shoreline shall be clearlv identified on a site pian and in general conformance
with those locations shown on Figure 1 prepared bv Merkel & Associates. Inc,
(ref, Exhibit Nos. 5 and 6); :

b. The areas where the non- ﬁmctlonal rip-rap or debrls will be removed shall be
prohibited between April 1¥ through September 13 " tg avoid anv potential
Imnacts to the sensitive bird species in the area:

¢, The proposed work shall be done bv hand and only standard beach grooming
eguipment shall be utilized (i.e.. loader with skeleton bucket) to assure minimal
disturbance of intertidal or subtidal habizat;

d. The propesed removal of np rap shall be performed during low tide conditions to
minimize turbidity.

e. The removal of the rip rap shall be completed no later than the completion ofthe
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lifecuard boat dock renlacement.

The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved
mitigation program. Any provesed changes to the approved mitigation program shall
be reported 1o the Executive Director. No changes to the approved mitication
proeram shall occur without an amendmeni io this coastat development permit unless
the Executive Director determines that ne amendment 1s lesallv reqguired.

2. On Pages 4 and 5 of the staff report, Special Condition #s 4 and 5 shall be deleted in
their entirety and Special Condition #s 6, 7, 8 and 9 re-numbered accordingly.

3. On Page- 12 of the staff report, the second futll paragraph (con_tinuing'onto page 13)
shall be revised as follows:

USFWS indicates that the unavoidable impacts to these species should be mitigated.
Specifically, the USFWS has indicated that that the net water surface area coverage
of 6,534 sq.ft. resulting from the proposed project should be mitigated through one or
‘more options to create replace_ment habitat or enhance the value of existing shallow
marine habitat. USFWS has identified several proposed mitigation measures in their
11/3/06 letter (ref. Exlubit No. 4) to offset the impacts to foraging activity on the bird
species. The applicant has chosen option (d) which 1s to remove 6.534 sq.ft. of non-
functional rip rap or debris from intertidal or shallow subtidal habitat areas along
various points on the Mission Bav shoreline. The Commission’s staff Resource

Ecologist has reviewed the suggested mitigation measures and concurs that rereval

6,534 sq.ft. of non-functional rip-rap or debris (option d) that occirs in intertidal or
shallow subtidal habitat in the Mission Bay area are is essentially in-kind mitigation
and are-a preferred options. The applicant has submitted an aerial photograph that
illustrates several locations along the Mission Bav shoreline where such rip tap
removal is proposed. Initiallv. this area is estimated to be 6.383 sa.ft. However, the
applicant has indicated there are more areas along the shoreline where rip rap has
fallen and can be removed such that the total np rap removed will be 6.334. as

- recommended bv USFWS, In addition. the propesed removal of the rip rap 1s

- permitied concurrentlv with the proposed project {(dock replacement) and is subject to
submuttal of final plans. Also. several construction measures are reguired 1o be
implemented in association with the proposed mitication plan. These measures
include that the proposed sites where the rip rap will be removed alone the Mission
Bav shoreline be clearlvidentified on a site plan and in general conformance with
those locations shown on the submitied photographs submitted by the applicant’s
biologist. In addition. the areas where the non-functional rip-rap or debris will be
removed shall be prohibited berween April 1% throuch September 13" in order to
avoid anv potential impacts to the sensitive bird species in the area. In order to
minirnize disturbance of intertidal or subtidal habitat, the propesed work is also
required to be done by hand and onlv the use of standard beach srooming equipment
shall be permitted. The proposed removal of rp rap is required to be performed
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durine low tide conditions to minimize turbiditv which has proven to have an adverse
impact on the foragine abilitv of bird species in the area. Last. the condinon reguires

that the rip rap Jemova] b: completed no ]ater Lhan the r"D acement of the proposed

located: With these conditions, the Commission is assured that i 1mpacts o fora ging
habitat for sensitive bird species resulting from the proposed project will be
adequately mitigated. )

4. The follox.zving two exhibits shall be added as Exhibit Nos. 5 & 6. -

{G:\San Diego\Reports\Z00646-06-088 City of San Diego addendum.doc)
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ecological Services
Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office
6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, California 92011

in Reply Refer To:
FWS-SDG-5090.1

Mz, Terry Dean ' ?Ei_E e“
U.S. Amy Corps ofEnvineers Los Angeles District

ATTN: CESPL-CO-R-200600091-TCD

16885 W. Bernardo Drive, Suite 300-A

San Diego, California 92127

.

Co

?Y Nov 3 2006

Subject: - Public Notice of a U.S. Army Corpﬁ of Engineers Permit for the City of San  Diego
Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project (200600091- TCD).

Dear Mr. Dean:

The 1.8, Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the Public Notice (PN) of a U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers {Corps) Permit for the City of San Diego Lifeguard Headquarters Boat
- Dock Replacement Project (Project) (200600091-TCD). Our comments on the proposed Project
have been prepared under the authority, and in accordance with the provisions of the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) (48 Stat. 401, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), and other
authorities mandating Department of Triterior concern for environmental values. In a telephone
conversation between the Service and the Corps on October 30, 2006, the Corps granted the
Service an extension until November 3, 2006, to prowde comments on the PN. We appreciate
tbe extension. ' ‘

The proposed Project consists of replacement and expansion of the existing lifeguard vessel
berthing and support facilities in Quivira Basin within Mission Bay, City of San Diego,
Catifornia. The City of San Diego (applicant) proposes to demolish and remove an approximate
2,178 square foot, four-slip, pile-supported, imber dock and gangway and construct a new 7,841
square foot, 14-slip, pile supported, timber dock with a concrete pier (gangway) and an access
ramp, as well as several-other facilities. These facilities will include a fueling area, a small
access platform pier with a job crane for lifiing equipment to and from vessels, storage lockers,
an eyewash station, rinse shower, covered maintenance dock, and a boat ift. Overall, the project
will result in a net increase of 6,534 square feet of structures covering Mission Bay waters. No
shoreline restructure, dredging, or discharge of dredged or fill material are proposed with this
project.

The PN states that prelimmary determinations indicate that the Project may affect, but will not
adversely affect, the federally listed as endangered California least tem (Sterna antillarum
browni, ieast tern) and brown pelican (Pelecanus occidentalis). The Corps has requested
concurrence from the Service of its preliminary

TAKEPRIDE—: m
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determination and that formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act is not
required.

The Service does not concur with the Corp’s determination that the proposed project will not
adversely affect federally listed species for the following reasons. The Project will result in a net
loss of 6,534 square foot of foraging habitat for birds that plunga-dive to capture their fish prey
(e.g., least tern and brown pelican). High levels least tem foraging behavior occurs in and near
Quivira Basin (Southwest Research Associates Incorporated 1994) and brown pelican loaf
approximately 300 feetto the north of the proposed dock. Both species forage by visually
searching for theit fish prey (Thompson et.-al. 199 7). Therefore, covering surface water with
structures results in a loss of foraging habitat because these sight foraging birds cannot see their
prey under structures or plunge-dive through structures to caich their prey. Additionally,

_ covering open water habitats types with docks would reduce light availability in the water

" column and introduce hard substrate which will likely support a different species composition
and biological comrnumty In essence, there could be an ecological type conversion where piers
are introduced.

_We are concerned with individual and cumulative losses of least tern foraging habitat in Mission
Bay in general, and Quivira Basin in particular. This is because there are six known potential
least tern nesting sites in or adjacent to Mission Bay (i.e., North Fiesta Island, Stony Point,
Western South Shores, Cloverleaf, Mariner’s Point, FAA Island, and the San Diego River
Mouth), of which least terns have recently nested on five (i.e., North Fiesta Island, Stony Point,
FAA Island, Mariner’s Point, and San Diego River Mouth), and high levels least temn foraging
behavior have been documented in and near Quivira Basin (Southwest Research Associates
Incorporated 1994). Reduced food availability can negatively affect the reproductive success of
the least tern by reducing clutch sizes, lowering weights of chicks, and increasing levels of egg
abandonment and non-predator chick mortality (Atwood and Kelly 1984, Massey 1988, Massey
et. al. 1992). For example, the low productivity or reproduétiVe success of least terns In recent
years has been attributed to shortages of their fish prey (Marschalek 2005 and 2006).

The proposed project will increase docking capacity of the Lifeguard Headguarters and thereby
increase boating activity in and around Quivira Basin. Increased boating can displace waterbird
access to feeding areas and result in a subsequent loss of production of young (Drent and Guiguet
1961, Conservation Committee Report 1978, Huffiman 1999, Manning 2002). Increased boating
activity, particularly high speed boating, can reduce foraging by least temms. Increased
disturbances to foraging habitat could negatively affect the stability of the adjacent jeast tern
colonies because disturbance-free foraging areas io obtain food for chicks are important (Rodgers
and Smith 1997). The Navy (2003) found that least terns tended to forage in areas with relatively
less boating activity. Bailey (1995) suggests that heavy boat activity in an estuary near Alameda
Naval Air Station dissuades least terns from foraging in suitable habitat. Although the least terns
could fly to other areas to aveid highly disturbed foraging habitat, such behavioral adaptations
can increase the numbers of flights and flight times between foraging and loafing, resulting in
energy deficiencies that could translate to reduced productivity and fitness (Manning 2002). The
likelihood of this increase in boating activity disrupting least tem foraging is greatest during
those vears when least temn prey populations are mest limited.
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Under the authorities listed above, we are advising the Corps of the importance of bay waters in
proposed Project area to fish and wildlife resources in general, and to the federally listed least
tern and brown pelican in particular, Unavoidable impacts to these resources should be mitigated
under the Corps authority pursuant to section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and regulations
regarding Regulatory Programs of the Corps of Engineers (33 CFR Parts 320 through 330),
independent of requirements that may arise out of section 7 consultation under the_ESA, The
decision whether to issue a Corps permit should be based on an evaluation of the probable
impacts, including cumulative impacts, of the proposed activity on the public interest. All
factors which may be relevant must be considered, including general wildlife concems and fish
-and wildlife values {33 CFR Part 320.4(a)]. The impacts identified above are significant,
‘'specifically identifiable, reasonably likely to occur and of importance to the aquatic environment.
As such, these impacts should be mitigated [33 CFR Part 320.4(r)(2)1. It 1s our opinion that '
- issuance of a Comps permit without mitigation for impacts to general wildlife concems and fish
and wildlife values would be contrary to-the pubhc s interest.

We concur with the miti gation measure pr’opoéed in the PN that project construction, particularly
-all in-water construction that generates turbidity (e.g., demolition, pile jetting or driving, etc...)
should occur outside the least tern breeding season to avoid reducing their foraging ability.
However, no appropriate mitigation is proposed for permanent impacts to bay water foraging -
habitat. The PN states that the applicant “has stated that ample adjacent foraging area and the
foraging atiraction of the adjacent bait barge compensate for the increase in water coverage, and
therefore the project would not result in a significant change in forage fish availability.”
However, Quivira Basin already has significant cumulative coverage of bay waters and there is
no guarantee that the bait barge will remain in the future. Even if the bait barge did remain, bait
~ barges are not appropriate mitigation for least terns. A 1997 foraglng study in San Diego Bay
(Balrd 1997) concluded that:

C’a[iform’a [easr terns do not frequent the bait barge. They are not kleptoparasiies nor
are they ship followers as are many other species of gulls and terns. Thus, providing bait
Jish for them would most likely not be a worthwhile mitigation measure. In support of
this, the size of fish on which California least terns feed is smaller than can be purchased
as bair or easily captured, for they are juvenile or sometimes even larval fish.

To help ensure that proposed mitigation is implemented, and to mitigate permanent impacts to -
bay waters, we recommend the following Special Condmons be incorporated into the Corps
permit.

Pfomosed Special Conditions for LOP No. 2006000591-TCD

.-

1. The permittee shall not perform in-water construction (e.g., demolition, jetiing or pile
driving, etc...) during the California least temn (Sterna antillarum browni) nesting season
from April 1 to September 15. This condition is necessary to aveid potential impacts to this
federally listed as endangered species that is known to utilize habitat in the vicinity of the
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proposed project.

I~

To mitigate the impact of a 6,534 square feet net loss of bay surface waters, the permitice
shall submit a proposal to oifset impacts to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Califomia
Department of Fish and Game, and the Corps for review and approval at least 30 days prior to
initiating project impacts that wiil be implemented pnor to, concurrently, or prior to the next
least tern breeding season of project impacts.

Potential measures to miti gate impacts include, but are not limited to, the following:

"a.  Remove 6,534 square feet of siructures covering Mission Bay;
b Remove 6,534 square feet of upiand fiil from Mission Béy;
c. Shaliow-uﬁ 6 534 square feet of deep, sﬁbtidal habitat to shallow, subtidal habitat‘ '
d. B Create 6, 334 square feet of eelgrass habitat or credit 6, 334 square feet at the City’s

Park and Recreatlon eelorass mitigation bank;

€. Remove 6,534 square feet of non-functional rip-rap or debns that oceurs in
intertidal or shallow subtidat habxtat in the Mission Bay; or

f- .  Conduct acombination of the measures listed above that total 6,534 square feet.

In summary, the Service would not object to the Corps issuing a permit for the Lifeguard
Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project and would concur that the project may affect but is
not likely to adversely affect federally listed species provided our proposed Special Conditions
are added to the permit. We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the PN, If

you have any questions concerning this Ietter please contact Carolyn Lieberman of my staff at
(760) 431-9440 extension 240.

Sincerely,

I/s//David Zoutendyk, for
Therese O'Rourke
Assistant Field Supervisor

cel

_California Department of Fish and Game, San Diego, CA (Aitn: Marilyn Fluharty)
National Marine Fisheries Service, Long Beach, CA (Atin: Bob Hoffman)
California Coastal Commission (Attn: Ellen Lirley)
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RESOLUTION NUMBER R-

DATE OF FINAL PASSAGE

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Counc_il of the City of San Diego, as follows:

1. That the City Auditor and Comptroller is authorized to accept and deposit funds into
Fund 100‘for the 2005 Winter Storm Disaster Assistance from the Federal Emergency
Management Agency [FEMA], acting through the Governor’s Office of Emergency Services, in
an amount not to exceed $715,000 for the purpose of funding t.he'Capital Improvement Project
33-508.0, Lifeguard Headquarters Boat Dock Replacement Project and Project related expenses.

2. That an increase of $715,000 in Fiscél Year 08 CIP Progrlam Budget in CIP 33-508.0,
Lifeguard Headquarter Boat Dock,. Fund 630221; Coniribution from 100/General Fund is
authorized.

3. That the City Auditor and Comptroller is authorized to transfer and appropriate an
armount not to exceéd $715,000 from 100/General Fund to 630221 Fund, Contribution to CIP
from 100/General Fund contingent upon receipt of funds from FEMA.

4 That, the City Mayor or his designee is authorized to establish contract funding phases
and to execute a Desi an-build contract with Belliﬁgham Marine Industries, for the Lifeguard
Headquar_ters Boat Dock Replacement [Proj ec_t]; in an amount not to exceed $1,9;18,569,
pro_vided that the City Auditor and Comptroller first furnishes one or more certificates certifying
that the funds necessary for expenditure under established contract fuﬁding phases are, or will be,
on deposit with the City Treasurer.

5. That the expenditure of an amount not to exceed $2,715,000 from CIP No. 33-508.0,
Lifeguard Headquartefs Boat Dock Replacement Project, 1s hereby authorized for the-p‘urpose of

funding the Project, including the funding of this agreement in the following manner:

-PAGE 1 OF 2-
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Phase 1 ........... $1,301.251 from FY 2007 CIP Budget

Phase2 ............ § 647,318 from FY 2008 appropriations contingent upon the
: Approval of the FY 2008 Budget, and provided the City Auditor
and comptroller first furnishes a certificate demonstrating that the
funds necessary for expenditure are, or will be, on deposit in the
City Treasurer.

6. That the City Auditor and Comptroller is authorized, upon advice from the
administering department, to transfer excess funds, if any, to the appropriate reserves.
APPROVED: MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attorney

(‘Wﬁ/(ﬁ@%w@b

Christina L. Bellows
Deputy City Attorney

FUT T

CLB:sc
05/07/07

Aud.Cert.: AC2700706
Or.Dept:E&CP '
R-2007-1085

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of

ELIZABETH S. MALAND
Clty Clerk

By
Deputy City Clerk

Approved: - ' :
' (date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

Vetoed:

(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

_PAGE 2 OF 2-
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RESOLUTION NUMBER R-_ #9925
ADOPTED ON  HAY 17 2004

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER AND CIQ, AND DIRECTOR OF
THE OFFICE OF HOMELAND SECURITY TO EXECUTE
AND FILE, ON BEHALF OF THE CiTY, APPLICATIONS AND
DOCUMENTS FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING
CERTAIN FEDERAL AND STATE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

WHEREAS, Public Law 93-288, as amended by the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act of 1988, and the State of California Disaster Assistance Act
authorize financial assistance to municipal governments for certain federal and state financial

assistance; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary for the Council of the City of San Diego to authorize
designated City officials to execute, on behalf of the City, applicétions and documents forthe

purpose of obtaining such financial assistance; NOW THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, that the City Manager,
Assistant City Manager, Deputy City Manager and CIO, and Director of the Office of Homeland
Security are authorized to execute and file in the State Office of Emergency Services, for and on
behalf of the City of San Diego, applications and documents for the purpose of obtaining federal
financial assistance under Public Law 93-288, as amended by the Robert T. Stafford Disaster
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act of 1988, or state financial assistance under the California

Disaster Assistance Act.

PAGE10OF2-
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Resolution Number R-2901135, adopted on May 18,

1998, is hereby rescinded.

APPROVED: CASEY GWINN, City Attorney

N e

@t{e Doi
eputyv City Attorney

JQDcw

04/27/04

Or.Dept: Homeland Security
R-2004-1136
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FEMA- 1577 -DR- CA SDFD-G2 073-66000-00 May 12, 2005 G fonk
DAMAGE FACILITY WORK COMPLETE AS OF:
Boat dock damage - May 12 0 %
APPLICANT ‘ COUNTY .
City of San Diego — _Fire_ Dept.’ . o San Diego
LOCATION ~ - . - . S o 7 luarmupe. ., ] LONGITUDE
2581 Quivira Ct. San Diego, CA e oo e e I N 327808, 0 | W a117.2410

DAMAGE DESCRIPTION AND DIMENSIONS

As a result of severe storms and flooding which occurred during the incident period for DR-1577 {December 27, 2005-January 11, 2005), the San
Diego City Lifeguard Service River Rescue Facility boat dock located near the dispatch facility in Quivara Basin in Mission Bay, was severely
damaged, and subsequently red-tagged on January 12, 2005,

The facility is a wooden plank floating dock and pier facility built in 1960, and consists of a 10" wide x 100" long dockage, w/five fingers (3 are 25
long and the remaining two are 32” long), fiberglass pontoons, and concrete piling. The main framing of the floating dock consists of 4 x 6 pressure

} treated main members, with 2 x 6 spliced alongside and intermediate framing at 32 inches on center. The deck is constructed of 2 x 6 pressure
treated wood, which nuns on a diagonal. Galvanized iron bolts and nails were used to fasten the structure.

Mmlzoo”l ceadine.

Heavy rains and flooding, during the incident period, accompanied by heavy surf and wave action, caused decking boards to crack and lift in
several areas. The unusually heavy surge compromised the concrete pilings which caused listing and unevenness of the docking system. Flotation
tubs, constructed of fiberglass pontoons, filied with water. Uneven lifting of the floats during the incident caused buckling of the dock decking and
framing so that the walking surfaces are no longer ever. Certain parts of the dock began to collapse resulting i inequality within the entire
structure. Bolts and nails have failed due to the movement of the decking boards and-framing. Wood framing members have failed totally in some
¥ areas and in other locations the intermediate Erammg is missing altogether.

After the incident period for DR-IS??, the facility was inspected by the City’s structural engineer and deemed unsafe for use due to liftingup of  §
the decking boards, undermined substructure, and overall sinking and unevenness of structure. Also, there was a risk that the fuel line to an adjacent
fuel tank could rupture. Fuel and electrical lines were shut down, light posts were removed from the fuel pump area, and lifeguard vessels were
remioved, An immediate disruption of the essential service provided occurred. In & memo prepared by, the City of San Diego dated June 16, 2005,
the City’s Semor le Engineer states that the dock is structurally unrehable and 1s no longcr able to support a lzfe safety operahon 'Ihe dock can .

6 longer be saved or depended on and needs to be replaced. L

Please see attached PW continuation sheet

SCOPE OF WORK

Work to be Compieted

This PW addresses the permanent repairs to this facility. The rental costs incurred to date from January 14 through May 14, 2005 and those that will
be incurred through December 31, 2005 have been addressed in another PW (SDFD-G1), prepared for this applicant.

Applicant has begun the process of obtaining bids for the permanent tepairs to the dock and will utilize normal City procurement procedures.

Permanent repairs will involve the construction of a new {loating dock system, designed for site specific wind, wave, and wake criteria that will
match the site conditions at the facility location. Repairs will invclve the installation of a 107 wide x 100° long dockage, 2 each 32° fingers, and 3
each 25° fingers. 1 80" gangway system wiil be installed as this feature is required to comply with ADA regulations. Replacement of the concrete
abutment and concrete piling is included. These repairs will refurn the dock to predisaster condition with upgrades as tiggered by current codes and
standards. Preliminary estimate for theserepaxrs in S?IS 000 and includes estimated permitting fees of $25,000 and preliminary engineering and
design fees of $40 000 » ‘ ‘

- Please see a'ttached PW contmuatlon sheet S Co . Lo
Does the Scope of Work change the pre-disaster condition at site? D Yes ' No

Special Consideration issues included? - Yes L_—_I No Hazard Mitigation proposat included? D Yes E No -
Is there insurance coverage on the facility? Yes D No ‘
PROJECT COST
ITEM | CODE NARRATIVE QUANTITY/UNIT © UNIT PRICE cosT
Work to be Completed 5 ’ $ 000
1 8399 Contract Estimate : 1.0 / LS $ $715,000 $715,000 8
f $
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PREPARED BY: Janice Fulton TITLE Pro;ect Officer C I,, ef 7. Jarman




